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New Trustee Investment, 


WE PRINT elsewhere a notice under the Coloniai Stock Act, 
1900, from which it appears that New South Wales Govern- 
ment Five per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1921-1923, is now a 
trustee investment, subject to the restrictions of section 2 (2) 
of the Trustee Act, 1893. 


The Blockade of Germany, 


It ts natural that great public interest should be taken in 
the ‘‘ blockade’’ of Germany, and this is shewn by the 
frequent discussions on the,subject in Parliament, one of which 
has taken place this week. We have endeavoured to explain 
from time to time the nature of the blockade and its position 
under International Law, and we have expressed the view 
that the cutting off of Germany’s supplies, and so reducing her 
to impotence, is a better form of warfare than the destruction 
of life on the battlefield. Whether it would be effective is 
another matter, and we notice that Lord LoreBurn considers 
that the food blockade has not done and will not do anything 
to accelerate the end of the war. ‘‘ The only way to prevent 
immeasurable disaster to the Continent of Europe is for the 
Governments to bring the war to an end.’’ We hope, how- 
ever, that the blockade will contribute materially to that 
result. It cannot, however, be carried on without regard to 
neutral rights, any more than the Allies, however desirable 
it may be to win the war, can use means which by Inter- 
national Law are not permitted. On the general question of 
the blockade no fresh light appears to have been thrown, and 
the only change announced is the appointment of a Minister 
who will hold in his own hands all the threads of the business. 
It is natural that that Minister should be Lord Rosert CEc11, 
who appears to have shewn during his tenure of office great 
capacity for understanding the conditions on which the naval 
power of Great Britain can be used. Incidentally we may 
note that the discussion in Parliament, both of naval policy 
and of the possibility of putting an end to the war—the con- 
summation which everyone in his own way desires—is in 
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striking contrast to the mode in which these matters are 


treated outside Parliament. 


Exemption Claims under Conscription. 

Tue Local Tribunals under the Military Service Act are now 
busy with claims to exemption, and they are apparently not 
finding it an easy matter to apply the Act fairly with regard 
both to individuals and public necessities. There is, perhaps, a 
tendency to assume that the Army really requires every man 
who can be got, whatever the trouble, financial or domestic, 
which may result to the individual. We do not say that section 
2 (1) (+), which exempts cases where ‘‘ serious hardship ’”’ 
would ensue ‘“‘ owing to his exceptional financial or business 
obligations or domestic position ’’ is being ignored ; but, so far 
as we have observed, there is a tendency to press unduly the 
claims of the Army. After all, life in England has to go on, 
and the national cause will not in the long run be assisted by 
the ruin of individuals. A correspondent, whose letter we 
print elsewhere, complains that applications for exemption 
by solicitor-principals are treated as being on the same footing 
as applications by clerks. This is an example of what we have 
just said. The Government has to see that businesses here 
are not closed down, both for the sake of the individuals con- 
cerned and for the sake of the taxes which are expected to be 
paid. Probably the Act itself is responsible for the present 
difficulties, and it is quite possible that it was framed in too 
wide terms. As regards the conscientious objector, there is 
a tendency to ‘‘ heckle*’ him too much. The Legislature have 
provided for him, and he ought not to be questioned as to 
what he would do in particular circumstances requiring actual 
self-defence. This is quite a different matter from engaging 
in warfare—especially warfare beyond the seas. And, of 
course, conscientious objection is not confined to particular re- 
ligious beliefs. Nor does the Act support any such restriction. 
Each man is the keeper of his own conscience. 


The Loss of Nationality. 

Tue House of Lords have dismissed the appeal in Re Weber, 
(reported elsewhere), and have held that the applicant had 
not so entirely divested himself of German nationality, with- 
out acquiring any other nationality, as to claim to be treated 
as of no nationality. Whether in any case such a status as 
‘‘ of no nationality ’’ could be-recognized here was left open by 
the Lord CHaNncELLor in his judgment. Memo potest exucre 
patriam is a well-known maxim of the common law; but it is 
opposed to the tendency of modern times, which is in favour 
of allowing free migration from State to State, and it has, of 
course, been overruled by statute for cases in which the 
statutory rules for change of nationality are complied with. 
But in Re Weber the question at issue depended on a nice 
interpretation of the German Nationality Laws of 1870 and 
1913. Weber was born in Germany in 1883, and left it in 
1898. After spending some two years in South America, he 
came to England in 1901, and has lived here ever since. 
Apparently under the Act of 1870 (see 59 Soxicirors’ 
JournaL, pp. 488, 676) he had lost his German nationality 
by residence outside Germany for ten years, but Lord Bucx- 
MASTER found in the Act of 1913, and also in an Act of 1874, 
with which we are not acquainted, some lingering relics of 
liability to military service, and these were treated as sufficient 
to keep alive Weser’s German nationality. At least Lord 
BuCKMASTER was unable to say that the applicant had dis- 
charged the burden cast upon him of shewing that he had 
so completely divested himself of his German nationality that 
he could be treated here as though he were not a German 
citizen. Possibly the case would just as well have borne the 
view that he had lost his German nationality, but that it was 
liable in certain events to revive. The present tendency, how- 
ever, is to apply very strict rules in matters of this kind, 


Directors and County Court Jurisdiction, 
THE LEARNED Judge of the county court at Walsall has just 
shown a zeal for extending his jurisdiction not often exhibited 


county court is ever increasing in quantity. ‘‘ Boni judicis 
est, no doubt ‘ ampliare jurisdictionem suam,’’’ said Lord 
Chief Justice CoLeripce in Hurley v. West London Extension 
Railway Co. (17 Q. B. D. 381), ‘‘ not arrogare sibi jurisdic- 
tionem non suam.’’ In Cain v. Butler (Times, 15th inst.) 
the learned Judge seems to have taken upon himself a jurisdic- 
tion not given him by statute. The plaintiff, a bookmaker, car- 
rying on business at Bolton, sued the defendant in the county 
court at; Walsall. Now the defendant lives in Wales, but: is 
director of a company the registered office of which is at Wal- 
sall. As everyone knows, a creditor has often to consider the 
two alternatives open to him under the County Courts Act, 
1888, when he comes to sue a debtor. He can sue the latter as 
of right in the court within the district of which the defendant 
resides or carries on business, and usually by special leave he 
can sue him in the court where the debt was contracted. In the 
present case the Walsall court was neither one nor the other 
But the plaintiff set up a claim to issue his plaint there on 
the ground that section 74 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
contemplates the case in which a defendant is director of a 
company, as well as the case in which he carries on business 
in his own name within the jurisdiction. ‘‘ Every action,’’ 
runs the section, ‘‘ may be commenced in the court: within 
the district of which the defendant shall dwell or carry on 
his business at the time of the commencement of the*action.”’ 
The learned Judge held that a defendant who is a director of 
a company must be regarded as “‘ carrying on his business ’’ at 
its registered address, and he assumed jurisdiction accordingly. 
But a company is an entity distinct from its members and 
directors, even when it is a one-man company (Gramophone 
Co. v. Stanley, 1908, 2 K. B. 89). Hence the Divisional 
Court had no hesitation about reversing this decision on 
appeal, but both Judges thought it necessary to say that, on 
the admitted facts, the defendant’s company was not a one- 
man company, and that they did not intend to decide the 
point as to whether the managing director of a company 
owned and controlled by himself could be said to carry on 
his business at the registered address of such a company. 


Contempt by Interference with Legal Process. 


Born common law courts and equity courts have always 
been jealous of attempts to intimidate litigants into abandon- 
ing their suits, and threats of violence or economic pressure 
intended to induce a discontinuance of an action actually 
commenced have always been held to be a punishable contempt 
(Smith v. Lakeman, 2 Jur. N. 8. 1202; Ex parte Chetwyn, 
10 Jur. N. S. 1188). Of course, the mere threat of a defen- 
dant that he will counterclaim or bring legal proceedings 
against the plaintiff in respect of some irrelevant matter does 
not amount to a contempt; but it is submitted that the posi- 
tion is quite different when a third party, having no /ocws 
standi, or direct interest in the subject-matter of the proceed- 
ings, makes a threat of legal pressure to induce discontinuance. 
Such a case is on all fours with the offence (civil and criminal) 
of ‘‘ maintenance,” except that the wrong-doer aids the de- 
fendant, not with money, but with economic or legal pressure 
on the plaintiff. But these general principles do not assist us 
very much in dealing with particular cases, since it is a little 
difficult to say just where a legitimate exercise of one’s own 
rights stops, and improper abuse of legal rights commences, 
so as to put a party in contempt. Webster v. Bakewell 
(reported elsewhere) illustrates the difficulty. Here 
the yearly tenant of a cottage, against the will of its 
owner, issued a writ in the Chancery Division, claiming (iter 
alia) an injunction to restrain the road authority from cutting 
down some roadside banks which, he alleged, supported the 
wall of his cottage. The owner’s solicitor wrote a letter 
threatening a notice to quit if he persevered in his action, the 
object of the notice to quit being expressed as that of putting 
an end to his locus standi. Neviiie, J., held that the owner 
was justified in using legal pressure of this kind, so that the 
letter of the solicitor was not a contempt. ‘‘ If you insist om 
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legal rights ’’ was the interpretation put by the learned Judge 
on the owner’s action, and such exercise of legal rights he 
held to be justifiable. In the particular case, it may be, the 
owner had a sufficient interest in the subject-matter of the 
proceedings to justify her in maintaining the council in their 
defence, and, if so, her act is, of course, no contempt. But 
the general principle enunciated by Mr. Justice NEVILLE 
seems to be somewhat wide. It ignores the doctrine of ‘‘ main- 
tenance.’’ It also ignores the doctrine of ‘‘ intimidation ”’ 
laid down in Quinn v. Leathem (1901, A. C. 495), where it 
was clearly held that exercise of one’s legal rights to compel 
another person fo abandon his is justifiable only when its 
object is the protection of one’s own rights, and not the 
infliction of injury upon him. 


Cases on the Construction of the Workmen's 
Compensation Act. 


THe Law Reports continue to pour out with reckless profu- 
sion cases arising under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
and it will generally be found that the arguments in these 
cases consist in an examination of cases which have been previ- 
ously decided in the English and Scottish courts. The United 
States has now its own law of workmen’s compensation, and 
it may be interesting to read how a similar mode of arguing 
cases is regarded on the other side of the Atlantic. In a 
recent case in Ohio State v. Rose (106 N. J. 50) Judge 
Wanamaker, of the Supreme Court, referring to numerous 
decisions which had been brought before the court, said: 
‘Some of these decisions may be accounted for by a difference 
in the constitutional provisions; but most of them may be 
accounted for by the fact that the courts have usurped the 
power of the law-maker, and have added something to or sub- 
tracted something from the plain provisions of the laws and 
constitution. Case law is fast becoming the great bane of the 
Bench and Bar. Our old-time great thinkers and profound 
reasoners, who conspicuously honoured and distinguished our 
jurisprudence, have been succeeded very largely by an indus- 
trious, painstaking, far-reaching army of sleuths of the type of 
Sherlock Holmes, hunting some precedent in some case, confi- 
dently assured that, if the scent be long enough and far enough, 
some apparently parallel case may be found to justify even 
the most absurd and ridiculous contention. Case after case is 
plied like Ossa on Pelion, and when about an equal number can 
be found on each side the Court is expected to strike the 
balance according to the preponderance of cases rather than 
the preponderance of reason and justice.’’ These observations 
may be supplemented by the fact that there is a tide in the 
authority of decided cases when judges grow impatient of their 
bulk, and become astute in the discovery of short cuts by 
which their effect may be avoided. Persons are still living who 
can remember the close of the reign of cases relating to com- 
position deeds under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and of another 
class of cases connected with the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s 
Court, London. 


Workmen's Compensation Laws in America. 

Ix CONNECTION with the above remarks as to Workmen's 
Compensation decisions in America, we may call attention to a 
very interesting publication we have just received, which 
collects and analyses the provisions of the Compensation Laws 
in the various States and Territories. It is called ‘‘ Digest of 
Workmen’s Compensation Laws in the United States and 
Territories, with Annotations,’’ and is the fourth edition, re- 
vised to lst December, 1915. It is published by the Work- 
men’s Compensation Publicity Bureau, New York. Without 
actual inspection it is difficult to form an idea of the ingenuity 
with which the reader is at once put on the track of the law 
in any particular State. But on unfolding the work—it is 
issued as a folded pamphlet—a map at once comes into view, 
shewing at a glance which States have a Compensation Law, 
which have none, and which have none but are investigating 
the subject. Then the States which have laws are considered, 
with references to the respective laws in an open margin, and 


the eye is guided at once to a complete analysis of the required 
law. The United States, with their numerous different State 
system of law, present complications to which we have no 
parallel here, ut the publication in question shows that 
American ingenuity is equal to the occasion. 


Aircraft Insurance and Mortgagees. 

A CORRESPONDENT, in a letter which we print elsewhere, 
raises the question of the powers of a mortgagee in respect of 
aircraft insurance. Apart from statute and the terms of the 
mortgage contract, a mortgagee cannot charge insurance pre- 
miums to the mortgaged property (Dobson vy. Land, 8 Hare, 
216) unless he is mortgagee in possession, and the then pre- 
miums of any proper insurance effected by him can be claimed 
in his accounts as just allowances (Scholefield v. Lockwood, 11 
W. R. 555). As regards the mortgage contract, it is safe to say 
that in no case was aircraft insurance provided for before the 
war, though in mortgages made since the commencement of the 
war it has, we believe, been common to make suitable pro- 
vision in this respect, save, perhaps, in districts which, with 
lack of foresight, were thought to be safe. And the statutory 
power contained in section 19 (1) (ii.) of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, applies only to insurance against ‘‘ loss or damage 
by fire.’? It may be that this would authorize insurance 
against loss by fire caused by an air raid; but such loss 
would not be covered by an ordinary fire policy, and the 
special aircraft insurance obtainable under the Government 
insurance scheme is not confined to fire, so that this is not 
within the statute. We believe that it has been the practice 
of mortgagees recently to require mortgagors to effect the 
insurance, and that, in general, mortgagors have assented. 
This is as much in their own interest as in the interest of the 
mortgagees. But if the mortgagor refuses, the mortgagee can 
exercise no pressure except by calling in the mortgage, and 
this is a remedy which at present only applies in cases where 
the mortgaged property is above the limit of value in the 
Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1915. As our correspondent 
points out, the position of mortgagees of property coming 
within that Act is unsatisfactory. We have expressed 
the opinion that the responsibility for aircraft damage 
should, from the beginning, have been taken over by the 
State. There does not now seem to be much chance of this 
view being adopted, but at least the Legislature might be asked 
to give mortgagees statutory power to secure that the necessary 
insurance is effected. 


Magna Carta. 

AN ESTEEMED correspondent, whose letter we print else- 
where, takes us severely to task for our suggestion last week 
that Magna Carta has any special sanctity as a fundamental 
law. In his view it was the work of a lot of illiterate people 
who believed in witchcraft and sorcery, and were so ignorant 
that the majority of them could not sign their names. That, 
however, was quite the proper thing in those days, and long 
after. Who was it boasted— 

‘Son of mine, 

Save Gawain, ne’er could pen a line.”’ 
write in order to have 
‘“ benefit of clergy,’’ and commit crimes with impunity. But 
this well-known fact has never been regarded as detracting 
from the weight of Magna Carta as a constitutional document, 
and it still has a practical importance for English-speaking 
people, though, no doubt, it is quite within the competence of 
Parliament to override it—provided this is done in clear 
And we may refer our correspondent to Sir Epwarp 


In old days you only learned to 


terms. 
Fry’s letter in yesterday’s Times. 
Trial by Jury in Civil Cases in Scotland. 

Tue Times of 2nd February reprints a paragraph from the 
Times of 2nd February, 1816, giving an account of the first 
trial by jury in civil cases in the Scottish Court of Session, 
before Chief Commissioner Apam and two assistant judges. 
The Chief Commissioner made a preliminary address, in which 





he recapitulated the advantages of trial by jury. But jury 
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trial in civil cases has never gained the approval of Scotland 
at large. It was introduced by an Act of Parliament which 
was disapproved by the majority and not warmly supported by 
any section of Scottish lawyers, and there is good authority 
for the statement that those who expected great results from 
the experiment were disappointed. That this should have 
happened is not surprising when it is remembered that, apart 
from criminal causes, trial by jury in England and the United 
States seems to be declining in public esteem. 








Contracts in Restraint of Trade. 


THE decision of the House of Lords in J/erbert Morris 
(Limited) v. Saxelby (reported elsewhere) is a further step 
in the emancipation of employees from the trammels im- 
posed on them by agreements made on entering into their 
employment. Lrima facie, according to Lord MACNAGHTEN, 
in the Nordenfelt Case (1894, A. C. 535), all restraints of 
trade are void. ‘‘ The public,’’ he said, ‘‘ have an interest 
in everybody carrying on his trade freely: so has the indi- 
vidual. All interference with individual liberty of action 
in trading and all restraints of trade of themselves, if there 
was nothing more, are contrary to public policy, and, there- 
fore, void.’’ And he was in effect repeating the words of 
Lord MAccLesFIELD, then Parker, C.J., in Mitchell v. 
Reynolds (1712, 1 P. Wms, 181; 1 Sm. L. C., 11th ed., p. 
406): ‘“‘In all restraints of trade, where nothing more 
appears, the law presumes them bad.’’ But this is only the 
general rule. According to Lord Macciesriexp, ‘‘ If the 
circumstances are set forth, that presumption is excluded, 
and the Court is to judge of those circumstances and deter- 
mine accordingly; and if upon them it appears to be a just 
and honest contract, it ought to be maintained.’’ The law 
on this point, however, has been developed since his day, and 
Lord MAcNnaGHTEN stated it as follows : — 

But there are exceptions; restraints of trade and interference 
with individual liberty of action may be justified by the special 
circumstances of a particular case. It is a sufficient justification, 
and, indeed, it is the only justification, if the restriction is reason 
able—reasonable, that is, in reference to the interest of the parties 
“oncerned, and reasonable in reference to the interest of the public, 
so framed and so guarded as to afford adequate protection to the 
party in whose favour it is imposed, while at the same time it is 


in no way injurious to the public. That, I think, is the fair result 
| character of the output of their rivals, improve their methods, 


of all the authorities. 

In his judgment in the present case Lord Atkinson noticed 
the use of the plural in ‘‘ the interest of the parties con- 
cerned,’’ while in the latter part the reference is only to 
protection ‘‘ to the party in whose favour’’ the covenant is 
imposed ; though in fact it seems that regard must be had to 
the interests of (1) the public, (2) the covenantor, and (3) 
the covenantee. 

But as between the parties to the covenant there is a great 
difference according as it is incident to the sale of a business 
or to a contract of service. The distinction was suggested 
by Lord MacnacurTen in the Nordenfelt Case (supra, at p. 
506), and was emphasized in Mason v. Provident Clothing, 
d&e., Co. (1913, A. C. 724). ‘‘ There is much greater room,’’ 
said Lord SHaw (p. 738), “‘for allowing, as between buyer 
and seller, a larger freedom of contract and a correspond- 


ingly large restraint on freedom of trade than there is for | 


allowing a restraint on the opportunity for labour in a con- 
tract between master and servant or an employer and an appli- 
cant for work ’’; and see per Lord Hatpang, L.C., at p. 731. 
In the case of the sale of a business, the vendor’s covenant in 
restraint of carrying on a competing business is, as Lord 


ATKINSON pointed out in the present case, part of the property | 
sold. Without it, while the vendor could not solicit his own | 


old customers, yet he could depreciate the value of the business 
sold by commencing business again on his own account, and 
he has no reason to complain if the restraint on his doing so 
is enforced. But in the case of a contract of employment no 
such question arises ; there is no property to be protected, but 
what the employer desires to do—at least, in a case like 


Herbert Morris (Limited) v. Saxelby—is to prevent the em- 
ployee from using for the benefit of a competing business the 
knowledge and skill which has been obtained ir his original 
employment. But it was pointed out by FarweE tt, L.J., in 
Leng & Co. vy. Andrews (1909, 1 Ch., p. 773), that this was 
not a proper use of the doctrine that a reasonable restraint is 
permissible. ‘‘ That doctrine,’’ he said, ‘‘ does not mean that 
an employer can prevent his employee from using the skill 
and knowledge in his trade or profession which he has learnt 
in the course of his employment by means of directions or in- 
structions from his employer. That information and that 
additional skill he is entitled to use for the benefit of himself 
and the benefit of the public who gain the advantage of his 
having had such admirable instruction.’’ And this was 
adopted by Lord SHaw in Mason v. Provident Clothing, &c., 
Vo. (Limited) (supra, at p. 740). 

The circumstances of the present case brought it within this 
principle. The plaintiffs were manufacturers of special kinds 
of machinery ; the defendant entered their service in 1901 as 
junior draughtsman, and made such rapid progress that in 
1906 he had become a leading draughtsman for pulley blocks 
and similar apparatus. On attaining twenty-one in that year 
he was required to sign an agreement for service with the plain- 
tiffs for seven years, and subsequently he entered into a further 
agreement preventing him for seven years after ceasing to 
be employed by the plaintiffs from being concerned in the 
United Kingdom in the sale or manufacture of pulley blocks 
and similar machinery. The effect of this would of course 
be that, on leaving the plaintiffs’ service, he would be unable 
to make use of his special aptitude. A similar question arose 
in Eastes v. Russ (1914, 1 Ch. 468), where a covenant by a 
scientific pathologist was held to be void because it cut him 
off from exercising his special skill; but there the restraint 
was for his life. In the present case the House of Lords, 
affirming the Court of Appeal (59 Sortcrrors’ Journat 414), 


who had affirmed Sareant, J. (ibid. 147), adopted the same 
principle, and held that the covenant was void. Had it been 





| supported. 


designed to prevent interference with the plaintiffs’ customers 
'or the publication of their trade secrets, it might have been 


But this was not, so Lord ATKINSON said, its 
object. The plaintifls were afraid that the defendant 
‘‘ would carry away and might put to use in the establish- 
ment of their trade rivals the superior skill and knowledge 
which he had by his talent acquired in their works, raise the 


and thereby make them more formidable competitors in trade 
of the appellants.’’ They were not, however, entitled to use the 
covenant to restrain the defendant in this respect, notwith- 
standing that he had learned his special aptitude in their 
service. On the whole, Lord Arxinson was of opinion that 
the agreement, binding for seven years, and applying to the 
whole of the three kingdoms, was not reasonable in reference 
to the respective interests of the parties concerned, and was 
prejudicial to the interests of the public, and in this opinion 
the rest of the House (Lords SHaw, Parker and SuMNER) 
concurred. Lord Suaw, indeed, described the plaintiffs 
contention as ‘‘an audacious claim, whether regarded from 
the view of the parties or of the public ’’ :— ; 
From the point of view of the appellants it was a claim against 
competition per se, a claim to cripple all rivals in trade by the 
denial to them of a supply of all skilled labour which had had 
the advantage of being performed under the appellants, and, accord 
ingly, pro tanto to compel them to seek for labour in a foreign 
market. From the point of view of the respondent it was, justly 
interpreted, a claim to put him in such a bondage in regard to his 
own labour that, if he sought to find employment or advancement 
elsewhere, he must, for seven years of his life, become an exile. 
From the point of view of the public one would have thought that 
it was at least not inconsistent with the public interest to “ let 
knowledge grow from more to more.” And under modern condi- 
tions, both of society and of trade, it would appear to be in accord 
with the public interest to open, and not to shut, the markets of 
these islands to the skilled labour and the commercial and indus- 
trial abilities of its inhabitants; to further and not to obstruct for 
these les carriéres ouvertes. 
| This seems to be conclusive against attempts to deprive skilled 
workmen of the chance of using their special aptitudes. 
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The Damages -Recoverable on a 
Breach by the Purchaser of a 
Contract to Sell Land. 


II, 


Ix the case of Keck vy. Faber (60 Soticrrors’ Journat 253), 
besides (1) the difference (£19,818) between the contract price 
and the value of the land left on the vendor’s hands at the 
date of the breach, which the vendor recovered as damages for 
loss of his bargain, there were nine other heads of damage 
which were admitted in principle and (subject as to No. 10 to 
taxation) agreed to in amount by the purchaser and adopted 
by the Official Referee in his report. These included—(2) 
excess of interest on balance of purchase money from 11th 
November, 1913, to 9th January, 1914, over rents received 
by the plaintiff ; (3) loss of rent sustained by the plaintiff due 
to discharge of tenants at defendant’s request; (4) and (5) 
compensation paid to outgoing tenants with expenses of their 
valuations ; (6) costs incurred in re-letting farms; and (10) the 
difference between the scale fee payable by the vendor to his 
solicitors if the sale had been completed, and his costs under 
Schedule II. of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order on the 
purchaser’s breach, subject to taxation thereof. 

Items Nos. 2 to 6 clearly depended on the particular 
arrangements made between the parties either by the contract 
of sale or after it. Thus as to item No. 2, the date fixed by 
the contract for completion, 11th November, 1913, was post- 
poned by subsequent agreement to 9th January, 1914; but 
it was obviously a term of this agreement that the 11th 
November, 1913, should nevertheless remain the date from 
which the purchaser was to become entitled to the rents and 
profits and to be bound to pay interest on the purchase money. 
Otherwise no“@amages could have been claimed under this 
head ; for as a rule the vendor can only claim interest on the 
contract price as damages where the purchaser has been let 
into possession of the land before completion on the terms of 
his paying interest on the purcliase money (as in Laird v. 
Pim (7 M. & W. 474) mentioned in the previous article), or 
where (as in Keck vy. Faber) the date of the purchaser’s breach 
of contract is subsequent to the date on which it has been 
stipulated that he shall begin to take the profits and pay 
interest on the price. 

Items Nos. 3 to 6 explain themselves. What obviously 
happened was that at the purchaser’s request the vendor, 
either in pursuance of or after the contract but before com- 
pletion, gave notice to quit to several of his tenants; with the 
result that, when the date for completion arrived, he was left 
to face (besides the purchaser’s default in not paying the pur- 
chase money and the possibility of not getting payment of the 
damages due therefor) loss of rent by so discharging tenants, 
their claims for compensation on quitting, the expenses of re- 
letting the holdings so vacated, and, further, the risk of his 
being unable to obtain payment from the purchaser of any 
damages awarded in respect of these losses. Such damages 
appear to have come to a substantial sum; for the entire 
damages recovered under heads 2 to 9 (the report does not 
state what heads 7 and 8 were) amounted to over £3,655. The 
moral surely is that vendors would be well advised to be 
extremely chary of acceding to purchasers’ demands or requests 
to give notice, while the contract remains uncompleted, to 
tenants to quit their holdings. 

Item No. 10 is extremely interesting. The rule appears to 
be that, where a party (whether as vendor or purchaser) to a 
contract for the sale of land is entitled to substantial damages 
for the loss of his bargain, he cannot recover his expenses either 
of entering into the contract of sale or of proving or investi- 
gating the title. For, as explained in the previous article, 
the principle on which he is to be so compensated is that he is 
to be placed, as far as money can do it, in as good a position 
as if the contract had been carried out. But had the sale 
been completed, each party would have had to bear his own 


expenses of entering into the contract and proving or investi- 
gating the title. If, therefore, he were allowed to recover 
these expenses as damages, and compensation for loss of his 
bargain as well, he would be placed, not in the same position 
as, but in a better position than if the contract had been 
carried out. This rule was recognized as the right one in cases 
where the purchaser is entitled to substantial damages for loss 
of his bargain (as he may be where the vendor breaks the 
contract by his own fault) by the Court of Appeal in Day y. 
Singleton (1899, 2 Ch..320, the head-note of which is in- 
correct) ; although in the earlier case of Hngel y. Fitch (L. R. 
4 Q. B. 659) it happened that, owing to the circumstances in 
which the application to the Court was made, the purchaser 
did actually get his expenses of the sale and damages 
for loss of his bargain as well. It appears, on principle, that 
the rule applied in Day v. Singleton to a purchaser’s action 
for damages for loss of his bargain is equally applicable where 
the vendor is entitled to such damages (see 2 Wms, V. & P. 
1064, 1065, 1071, 1072, 2nd ed.); and in Keck v. Faber 
this seems to have been admitted, for the only claim insisted on 
was for the excess of the vendor’s expenses, owing to the pur- 
chaser’s breach of contract, over what he would have had to pay 
if the contract had been fulfilled. This seems clearly to fall 
within the general principle that the vendor is to be placed in 
as good a position, so far as money can do it, as if the contract 
had been carried out. The fact that the vendor’s solicitors’ 
costs under Schedule Il. in case of the breach of contract 
should exceed the amount of the scale fee payable in the event 
of the completion of the contract on a purchase price of 
£251,700, is explained by the terms of the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Order, which allow no larger scale fee on a sale 
for over £100,000 than on a sale for that sum. 

The case of Aeck v. Faber is thus interesting as the only 
reported case in which (1) a vendor of land has actually re- 
covered a substantial sum as damages for the difference be- 
tween the contract price and the value of the land at the date 
of the purchaser’s breach, and (2) the principle has been 
admitted that the vendor is not entitled as damages to the 
expenses, which he would have had to pay if the contract were 
fulfilled, of entering into the contract and proving title, but is 
entitled to recover as damages the amount by which those 
expenses have been increased owing to the purchaser’s breach 
of contract. One may be excused for expressing some surprise 
that this case does not appear in the Law Keports, and has not 
even been reported in the ‘‘ Weekly Notes.”’ 

T. Cyprian WILLIAMS. 





* 
Magna Carta. 
(Continued from page 289.) 

One of the scholarly critics of Magna Carta suggests that this 
enactment of 1369 was quite an “illogical theory’’ on the 
part of the Parliament, because, to quote his language, “If 
Parliament had power to alter the sacred terms of Magna Carta, 
it had power to alter the less sacred statute of 1369 which declared 
it unalterable.” The conclusive answer to this kind of reasoning, 
as it must seem at least to statesmen and lawyers, is that Magna 
Carta was then regarded as something very different from and 
much higher than any ordinary statute. The people of that day 
would have protested, if the logic of Parliament had then been 
challenged by the learned, that Magna Carta was a permanent 
charter of liberties and as such not subject to amendment or 
nullification by mere statute. But logical or illogical as the act 
of 42 Edward IIT. may have been at the time, or may seem to be to 
the logicians of the twentieth century, it serves to show that in the 
fourteenth century the English people understood and intended, 
and the King and Parliament expressly agreed and conceded, that 
the liberties guaranteed by the Great Charter, then being again and 
again confirmed, were unalterable, and that any statute to the 
contrary should be “holden for none.”’ — 

The spirit of that declaration still lives in every American constitu- 
tion. We certainly have here the antecedent of the great controlling 
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principle of the whole structure of American constitutional law, 
that any statute in conflict with the fundamental laws, so far as 
we see fit to perpetuate them in constitutional provisions, shall be 
void and null, in the language of the Great Charter, or holden 
for none, in the language of the time of Edward III. Chief Justice 
Marshall in the great case of Marbury v. Madison, in 1803, was 
but following these ancient declarations when, speaking for the 
Supreme Court of the United States, he settled—we hope for all 
time—the beneficent and ingispensable doctrine that a statute con 
trary to an American constitution must be treated as void and null 
and holden for none 

I do not overlook the fact that this idea of fundamental laws ua- 
changeable by statute long slumbered in England, and that the 
contrary, the legal supremacy of Parliament, was subsequently 
established. In studying this aspect of the Great Charter, we must 
recall that the conditions of life in England during the thirteenth 
and fourteenth centuries were very much simpler than those exist- 
ing later, and that it was not then realized, or at most only vaguely 
and dimly, that the legislative power could change the laws regula- 
ting the rights and duties of individuals as among themselves or 
in their relation to the government. The modern habit of 
imagining that in legislation is to be found the panacea for all 
ills, and of measuring the efficiency of a government by the number 
of statutes it has produced, was unthought of. Probably the only 
legislative function in the minds of Englishmen during the thir- 
teenth and fourteenth centuries was taxation, and as yet men 
hardly realized the necessity for broader regulative or legislative 
powers. 

Nevertheless, the doctrine that the permanent fundamental prin- 
ciples of the law of the land guaranteed by Magna Carta were in- 
violable prevailed in England long after the fourteenth century, 
and, in fact, was declared in the English courts as late as the seven- 
teenth century. Bonham’s case is the most familiar instance of 
recognition of that doctrine. The views of English lawyers, judges 
and statesmen have changed in this respect, and it is now settled 
that Parliament is supreme and that it can amend or repeal Magna 
Carta in any respect it may see fit. The changed view undoubtedly 
met with ready acquiescence partly because of the necessity for 
amendments of the law in order to cope with changing conditions 
partly because of the unwillingness of the English people to leave 
questions of constitutional power to the courts, in view of the 
dependence of the judges upon the crown, but principally because 
of the confident belief that Parliament existed primarily for the 
very purpose of upholding and protecting the rights and liberties 
secured to the people by the Great Charter of Liberties, and that 
the people could rely upon Parliament never to consent to the 
violation of those liberties. 

Repeatedly from the seventeenth century to our own day legisla- 
tion has been criticized in Great Britain and Ireland on the ground 
that it was in conflict with Magna Carta, and repeatedly the 
strongest and most effective argument against proposed legislation 
has been that it would violate the principles of the Great Charter 
of Liberties. During the past thirty years thoughtful observers 
of English politics have remarked that private property in England 
is, on the whole, less secure from attack on the part of the 
government in our day than it was at the time of the Stuarts. 
Whenever an excess of class legislation and attacks on private 
property shall lead Englishmen to place checks and restraints upon 
the power of temporary majorities, so as more effectively to protect 
personal and property rights—an event which, I believe, must in- 
evitably come to pass sooner or later—then the stirring battle-cry 
will again be Magna Carta, and the result may be a return to the 
spirit of the declarations of Magna Carta and of the statute 
of Edward IIL, that any statute contrary to the law 
of the land guaranteeing the fundamental rights and 
liberties of the individual shall be void and null and holden 
for none And to make that ancient, sound and honest principle 
really an effective protection to the individual and to minorities, the 
courts of justice of England may at last be empowered, as they are 
with us, to refuse to give force and effect and to hold for none any 
statute in conflict with the fundamental law of the land , 

Of an importance, no less vital than that of this idea of a per- 
manent law of the land safeguarding the fundamental rights and 
liberties of the individual, was the express declaration in the first 
chapter of Magna Carta that the English church, Anglicana 
Ecclesia, should be free from interference on the part of the crown 
and that her rights should be entire and her liberties inviolable. 
In this provision we have the germ of an independent church and 
of the separation of Church and State. 

It is reasonable to assume and, in view of the surrounding cir- 
cumstances and the language then employed, it is highly pro- 
bable that the churchmen of that day—under the lead of Langton 
who was born of English parents and intensely patriotic, probably 
himself the author of that clause—conceived that the religion of 
the English people ought to be free from governmental control, 





and that the English Church had interests and privileges inde- 
pendent of the crown and independent likewise of the interests and 
policies of Rome. At that very time the English churchmen, in 
co-operating with the barons and people of England to secure 
Magna Carta, were acting against the will of Rome ; indeed, as we 
know, the Pope promptly denounced the Great Charter and the 
patriot Primate, because he considered that the Great Charter was 
derogatory to the dignity of King John as a vassal of the Holy See. 
In this provision of Magna Carta relating to the English Church, 
even though it was disregarded for centuries, we recognize the 
idea of religious liberty and the American political principle of 
the separation of church and state, as also the great principle 
underlying the noble declaration in our own state constitution 
that “the free exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and 
worship, without discrimination or preference, shall forever be 
allowed in this State to all mankind.” 

The provisions of the Great Charter relating to the administration 
of justice were undoubtedly those which were of chief concern to 
the people at large, as they were certainly, if observed, those most 
essential for the security of their liberties. The framers knew that 
it was in the courts that the King of England would keep his 
promises, if at all, and that the King’s government would only be 
as good as his judges were learned, independent and impartial. 
In these provisions of Magna Carta we find the principle of the 
separation and independence of the judicial power and the soundest 
and highest conceptions of the administration of justice, concep- 
tions far in advance of those to be found in any other document or 
enactment of that age. 

The framers had grasped the great truth that jurisprudence is a 
science ; that the law must be administered by men learned in that 
science and bound to obey its rules and follow its precedents ; that 
uniformity and certainty were essential to the administration of 
justice, and that the highest political liberty was the right to 
justice according to law and not according to the will of the judge 
or the judge’s master, or according to the judge’s individual dis- 
cretion, or his notions of right and wrong. They had also arrived 


at the conclusion that every Englishman was entitled as of absolute 
right to a day in a court which would hear before it condemned, 
which would proceed upon notice and inquiry, and which would 
render judgment only after a fair trial. 


The plain people of 
England knew full well that the struggle for their old laws—the 
laws of their land, pious, good, fixed and permanent, as they 
devoutly believed them to be—would be fruitless unless they 
secured permanent courts and learned, independent and impartial 
judges. And they instinctively felt, if they did not clearly per- 
ceive, that the law was infinitely wiser than those who might be 
called upon to administer it, and that, as Aristotle had declared 
fifteen hundred years before, “To seek to be wiser than the laws 
is the very thing which is by good laws forbidden.”’ 

Tt was Magna Carta that established in England the doctrine of 
the rule of law administered in fixed courts by learned and inde- 
pendent judges bound to obey the law; and it was Magna Carta 
that established the greatest of all the English constitutional 
doctrines, that of the supremacy of the law over every official 
however high. When the Great Charter was being translated anil 
explained in the cathedrals, churches and monasteries of England, 
the people fully understood the tremendous significance and value 
to them, determined as they were to establish a rule of law and put 
an end to arbitrary decrees, of the famous covenant in chapter 
forty-five that the King would “appoint as justices, constables. 
sheriffs, or bailiffs only such as know the law of the realm and 
mean to observe it well,’’ and of the covenants in chapter seventeen 
that the “common pleas shall not follow our court, but shall be 
held in some fixed place ’’—in chapter eighteen that the petty assizes 
shall be held in the county court—in chapter thirty-six that the 
writ of inquisition shall be freely “granted, and never denied '’— 
in chapter forty that “To no one will we sell, to no one will we 
refuse or delay, right or justice,’’ which in time came to be inter- 
preted as a universal guaranty of free and impartial justice to all 
classes high and low. 

For many generations in England and America it was believed 
that the writ of Habeas Corpus, justly esteemed the great bulwark 
of personal liberty, had its direct guaranty or at least antecedent 
in Magna Carta. Such was the contention of counsel in the Five 
Knights case of 1627, and such was the declaration of the Petition 
of Right of 1628. This view is now being challenged on the ground 
that the exact procedure subsequently developed was not provided 
for in Magna Carta and was not in the minds of its authors. Even 
if this be so, the underlying principle of chapter thirty-six and its 
promise that the writ of inquisition should be freely “granted, and 
never denied” naturally led in time, after the passing of trial by 
combat, to the right of speedy inquisition by grand jury and trial 
by petit jury. At all events, the principle of the writ of Habeas 
Corpus was for centuries assumed to be embodied in Magna Carta. 

(T'o be continued.) 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Excess Profits —The Excess Profits Duty and the Excess 
Mineral Rights Duty (the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, Part LII.). 
By A. M. Lanepon, K.C., assisted by Kospertson Lawson, C.A. 
Stevens & Haynes. 4s. net. 


Excess Profits.—Excess Profits Duty at a Glance. Being a 
complete chart of Part IJI. of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915. Com- 
piled by W. H. Benrens, Solicitor, 38, Old Jewry, London, E.C. 
Odhams (Limited). 6d. net. 


The Finance Act, 1910.—Points in Practice under the 
Finance (1909—1910) Act, 1910, and Amending Acts. 3rd Edition. 
By Cectt W. Turner, Barrister-at-Law. The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society (Limited) 2s. 6d. net. 


Case and Comment. The Lawyers’ Magazine. February, 1916. 
The Lawyers’ Co-operative Publishing Co., Rochester, N.Y. 5c. 


Workmen’s Compensation.—Workmen’s Compensation 
and Insurance Reports. Edited by W. A. G. Woops, LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Annotated Index by Grisert Srone, B.A., 
LL.B., Barrister-at Law. 1915, Part 3, with Annotated Digest. 
The Reports and Digest Syndicate (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Canada Law Book 
Co. (Limited). 


Emergency Legislation.—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical 
Utility, 1916. Express Service Edition. Part I. Edited by W. H. 
Acas, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens «& 
Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Aircraft Insurance and Mortgagees. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter] 


Sir,—Not the least of the difficulties to which the present war 
has given rise is the position of a mortgagee whose security comprises 
buildings, in reference to his right to’require the mortgagor to insure 
against damage by aircraft and in default to effect an insurance him- 
self and charge the mortgaged property with the premiums, 
especially if the mortgagee is also a trustee. The Conveyancing Act, 
1881, does not appear to give a mortgagee power to insure against 
damage caused by the explosion of bombs, though it may be that he 
is csteaed by that enactment to insure against fire caused by the 
explosions, or directly by incendiary bembs. 

Has a mortgagee, apart from statute, power to insure against damage 
by aiecraft under the Government scheme of insurance? [If not, it 
would certainly seem to be a case for extending the statutory powers 
of mortgagees. The position of a mortgagee, who, prior to the war, 
advanced money On house property coming within the terms of the 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, is 
sufficiently unsatisfactory without having the added burden of insur- 
ing against war risks placed upon him. On the other hand, it seems 
somewhat unfair that a mortgagee of land or of houses above the 
statutory limit of value should be able to call in his principal or re- 
quire the ore to pay an increased rate of interest, where his 
interest is regularly paid and his security is not in aise 
ALPHA. 
[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S./.] 


Solicitors and Exemption from Military Service. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—I notice that up to the present the tribunals hearing exemp- 

tion applications appear to treat solicitor-priccipals on practically 

an identical footing as in the case of subordinate clerks. 

Is this not courting financial trouble? 

A solicitor’s practice is probably more difficult to form than any 
other, owing to his inability to advertise, which by the way, clergymen 
(who are exempted) can do ! 

Are not solicitors exempt from military service in most countries ’ 

Feb. 24. A SoLicirTor. 


[See under “ Current Topics.” As to the last part, we think not.— 





Magna Carta. 

[Vo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir,—I have read with amazement your article on “The Consti- 
tutional Safeguards of Liberty,’ and cannot think how any person 
bred to the law can hold such heretical opinions. I should have 
thought that nothing was clearer than the constitutional right of 
Parliament to do all possible things, including the alteration of 
any existing legislation. The point you put was surely laid to rest 
this year in the attack made on the non-natural born Privy Coun- 
cillors, where the general enactments of the Naturalization Act 
were held to overrule, or, rather, override the express enactment 
of over a hundred years before, which the objector relied on. 

When Magna Carta was enacted a large part of the citizens of 
the country were serfs, and no person with any sense of the fitness 
of things would talk of selling justice. You can, of course, sell 
injustice, but the association of sale with justice only spells injus- 
tice. We will not sell justice to anyone sounds grand. It is 
rubbish. , 

The argument you use was tried in the case of the Irish Church, 
and many statesmen held that the proposed legislation violated the 
Act of Union, and would be ulfra vires, but nothing came of it when 
the Irish Church was disestablished. 

To put the matter plainly, to support your view we are to assume 
that a lot of illiterate people, who believed in witchcraft and 
sorcery and were so ignorant that the majority of them couldn't 
sign their names, were competent to fetter their descendants, and 
that such descendants couldn't free themselves an they wished to 
do so. Austin saw such an idea was absurd. and he was right. 

On the points you raise against the present legislation there may 
be something to say, but it is futile to invoke the great Charter. 

FE. T. Harcraves, 

10, Coleman-street, London, E.C., Feb. 22. 


Increase of Rent, &c., Act and Ground Rents. 
(Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 

Sir,--Section 2 (6) provides that “ where the standard rent pay- 
able in respect of any tenancy of a dwelling-house is less than 
two-thirds of the rateable value thereof this Act shall not apply 
to ... any mortgage by the landlord from whom the tenancy is 
held of his interest in the dwelling-house."’ This would appear to 
exclude ground rents where the amount of the ground rent is less 
than two-thirds of the rateable value of the property. L. A, S. 

[This seems to be so, though we question whether section 2 (6) 
was inserted specially with a view to ground rents. If so, the two- 
thirds limit is needlessly high. It looks as though the subsection 
was intended to exclude houses the occupation rent of which is 
unduly low. Reading the Act as a whole, we strongly incline to 
think that the draftsman had in view only the occupying tenant 
and his immediate landlord.— Ep. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


HERBERT MORRIS & CO. (LIM.)v. SAXELBY. 4th, 5th, 8th, 22nd 


and 23rd November ; 8th February. 


RestRaint or TrapeE—EmployeR AND SERVANT—AGREEMENT BY 
SERVANT NOT TO BE EMPLOYED IN TRADE OR MANUFACTURE SIMILAR TO 
THAT OF EmpLoyer—ResTRAInt ror Seven Years Over UNITED 
Kincpom—DerprivaTion or Benerit or SKILL AND EXPERIENCE 


ACQUIRED IN EMPLOYMENT ReASONABLENI or Resrraint IN 

INTEREST oF THE Panriu 

la enginect whe had heen ten your in the apl yola frm with a 
large husiness, involt ing the manufacture ofoa pecial kind of 


machinery, entercd at their request into a service agreement contaming 


a covenant restraining him from carrying on, or being concerned or 
assisting in any capacity in, the manufacture or sale of machinery of 
this class by any firm carrying on such business in the United Kingdom 
fora period of seven years from the date that he ceased to be in their 


employ. 
Held, that an employer had no property in the general skill and know- 
ledge of the servant acquired in hia aervice There was a diatinetion 


between a restrictive covenant to protect the rights of the purchaser 
of the goodwill of a business, u ho takes a covenant in reatraint of trade 
from his vendors for the purpose of preventing competition, and 80 
depreciating the value of the goodwill purchased from them, and a 
covenant the effect of which was merely to prevent the servant placing 
his personal skill and knowledge at the disposal of a rival firm The 
covenant in question was of the latter class, and was unreasonable, and, 
therefore, unenforceable, as being wider than necessary for the master’s 
protection, 






| 
| 
| 












306 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Feb. 26, 1916 








Order of the Court of Appeal (Phillimore, L.J., dissenting) (reported 
59 Soricrrors’ Journay, 412; 1915, 2 Ch. 57) affirmed. 

Deci Mason v. Provident Clothing & Supply Co. (57 Soricrrors’ 
JOURNAL 1913, A.C. 724) followed, 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from an order of the Court of Appeal which 
iffirmed a judgment of Sargant, J., whereby an action to enforce a 
venant in an agreement was dismissed with costs. 

[ue House, having taken time, dismissed the appeal. 
Lord ATKINSON said that the appellants sought to restrain the 

ident, formerly in their service, from being concerned in the sale 
nacufacture of pulley blocks, and from divulging or using confidential 
quired by n while in their employ. The claim was 
based upon two covenants contained in an agreement of March, 1911, 
under seal, whi y provided that Mr. Saxelby ‘‘ will not at any 
time during a period of seven years from the date of his ceasing to be 
employed by the company vhether under this agreement or other 
how either in the United Kingdom of Great Britain or Lreland, 
carry on, either as principal, agent, servant, otherwise, alone or 
jointly, or in connection ith other person, firm, or company, 
be concerned or assist directly or indirectly, whether for reward or 
otherwise, in the sale or manufacture of pulley-blocks, hand-overhead 
runaways, electric-overhead-runaways or hand-overhead-travelling 
The appellants were the premier firm in England in this class 
of business, and their regular, and apparently principal, customers were 
the Admiralty, the War Office, the Government Ordnance Factory, 
numerous foreign and Colonial Governments, railway companies, both 
at home and abroad, and, more recently, the Aircraft Department and 
the torpedo factories There was nothing to shew that the respondent 
ever came into personal relations with any of the officers of these depart- 
ments or undertakings, The enticing away of customers, therefore, was 
really outside the question, and, he thought, might be put aside. The 
ellect of the it it enforced, would be to prevent the 
respondent getting a elihood by placing his personal skill and know 
ledge acquired the at the disposal of another 
firm, reaping for himself the benefit of the years of work he 
had spent in their employ That not a result that ought be 
supported in the interest of public policy. The facts were these: In 
1901 the defendant, then about fifteen years of age, entered the plaintiffs’ 
employment as junior draughtsman, and by 1906 had attained the posi 
tion of leading draughtsman in the department dealing with pulley 
blocks. In March, 1908, he became a branch manager of the plaintiffs’ 
business, 1909 went to the London branch. In 1911 he entered 
into an agreement, the t of this litigation. In 1913 the defendant 
left the plaintiffs’ employment In 1914 he entered the of a 
firm who were the principal competitors of the plaintiffs in the manu 
facture of pulley block His lordship agreed with the view of the 
Court of Appeal that this agreement was not, having regard to all the 
circumstances of the « reasonable in reference to the respective 
interests of the parties erned, and was prejudicial to the interests 
of the publi A the order appealed from right and 
should be affirmed, and the 

Lords SHAW, PARKER and 
and the appeal was dismissed 


j 
nin 


739 ; 


in 


information a 
hor 
hs 


vise 
soever, 
or 


any or 


cranes.”’ 


covenant, were 


in ippellants’ service 
and 80 


was to 


and in 
subjec 


service 


ast 
ordingly was 
appeal dismissed 
SUMNER gave judgment to the same effec t, 
with costs.—CounseL, for the appellants, 
Nir Robert Finlay, K.C., A. J. Waiter, K.C., and Kerly, K.C.; for the 
respondent Vark Rome K.C., and Sheldon. Soxicirors, Ward, 
Perks, & Terry; Pettiver d& Pearkes 

[Reported by Ensxinz Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ex parte WEBER. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW INTERNMENT 
ALLEGED Li or Natronatitry U 
DENCE ABROAD—Hapeas Corpus 


17th February. 
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habe as corpus had hee n inte ned afk an 
horn in 1883 of German parents in Get 
many When about fifteen ye e of age he went to South America, and 
atter living the e two r thi sears fa England, where he had 
since continuously re du ’ u a Dutch lady He 
alleged that he had ceased » bea and, having 
acqu red an Enalish nationality was of no nationality at all 
In th applied for a writ of habeas corpus, 
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’ ; » Cor Appeal, affirming the decision of the Divisional 
nisi for habeas corpus, directed to the governor 
interned, discharged. The appli 
it Neuwied, in the Rheinprovinz, in Germany, 
narent He left Germany in 1898, and came to reside in 
1901 He leged that he had lost his German nationality, 
T rerman Statute passed on lst June, 1870, and extended 
the Federati in 1873, which provided that Germans who 
left their country, and resided for ten years uninterruptedly abroad 
ipso facto lost their nationality. He further contended that if, under 
that statute, he had not entirely ceased to be a German citizen, and 
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on returning to Germany might be liable for military service, he had 
ceased to be one on attaining the age of thirty-one, by section 26 of 
the German Imperial and State Nationality Law, 1913, which provided 
that ‘‘a German liable to military service, who had neither his domi- 
cile nor his permanent residence in Germany, lost his nationality on 
the completion of his thirty-first year, if up to that time he had not 
caused any definite decision to be taken with regard to his liability to 
military service, and if he had not been put back beyond that time.” 
Counsel for the applicant argued only the question that he had ceased 
to be of German nationality. [The Lorp CuHancettor: Is there any 
authority for saying that the law of this country recognizes that there 
can be a man of no nationality?] None. [The Lorp CHANCELLor : If 
not satisfied that the applicant has ceased to be liable to 
military service if he returned to Germany, it would be useless to argue 
any other point.] Counsel admitted that would be so. Their lordships 
having consulted together, 

Lord Buckmaster, C. said the application would be dismissed. It 
was an undoubted fact that the appellant was originally of German 
nationality. It was equally indisputable that he had never acquired 
any other nationality. It was well established that nationality was not 
lost by residence in another State, whether that residence was intend 
to be transient permanent, unless, indeed, there was some Act of 
that State that altered the status of a person by residence over a cer- 
tain period. He desired to say nothing upon the question whether or 
not the law of this country recognized a man as having no nationality 
The appellant, to succeed, must first that by the law of the 
Federation, he had ceased to be entitled to the rights and privileges 
of a German-born subject, and had ceased to be liable to perform the 
corresponding obligations which his birthright entailed. One right that 
a citizen had was that of taking his place in the field in the hour of his 
country’s The affidavit by the lawyer conversant with German 
law did not go the length of saying positively that if he returned to 
Germany the appellant could not at once be ordered to take up arms. 
That was the ground upon which both Courts below decided that, in 
fact, he had not lost his German nationality. It was significant that 
he had not attempted to get a stronger affidavit on this point. He 
thought it quite plain that there still remained in the appellant ties 
which bound him to Germany and rights of citizenship which would 
entitle him to fight on his country’s behalf. Under these circumstances 
he was unable to that the appellant had discharged the burden 
which was cast upon him of establishing that by his long residence out 
of Germany he had ceased to be a German citizen, and divested of all 
rights he otherwise would enjoy by reason of his German origin 

Earl Loresurn and Lord ATKINSON gave judgment to the same effect 

CounseL, Schiller, K.C., and Dr. T. Baty. Soricrtors, Lilis, Leath-ey, 
Wiles, & Gavan Duffy 

[Reported by Ersxrnz Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


e are 


or 


she W 


need. 


see 


Court of Appeal. 


He DACRE (Deceased). WHITAKER v. DACRE. No. 1. llth February 
Lecacy PAYABLE To TRUSTEE—TRUSTEE IN DeFAULT— 
Set-orrF—RETAINER—ASSIGNEES OF TRUSTEE—DERIVATIVE TITLE 

The principle that a defaulting truste take. any share or 
benefit in his testator’s estate, unless and until he has Be good his 
default extends to the trustee's although the default takes 
place after the assignment ; and applies to a derivative share as weil as 
to an original share. The trustee, having had moneys of the testator’s 
in his hahds for which he has not accounted, must be taken to have 
paid himself out of them. 

Rtylance (L. R. 17 Eq. 340) applied. 

Appeal from a decision of Sargant, J. (reported ante, p. 44, and 
1915, 2 Ch. 480), in a creditor’s administration action. J. G. Womack, 
who died in 1904, by his will appointed Henry Dacre, M. M. Womack 
(since dead), and F. Womack his executors and trustees, and bequeathed 
a legacy of £2,000 to Alice Dacre, wife of Henry Dacre. This had not 
yet been paid. Alice Dacre died in 1909, having by her will left all 
her personal property to her husband, and appointed him sole executor. 
Henry Dacre did not prove his wife's will, but died in 1915, having by 
W. Dacre and J. C. Dacre his executors, to 
whom administration, with the will annexed, of the estate of Alice 
was granted. After the death of Henry Dacre it was di 
covered that in 1912 or 1913 he had received three cheques for 
each, paid to him on account of the trustees of J. G. Womack’s will, 
which he had paid into his private account and misappropriated. Henry 
Dacre died insolvent, and a creditor’s action to administer his estate was 
By a summons in this action the surviving trustee of J. G. 
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cannot 


assignees, 


Jat obs v. 


begun. 


| Womack’s will claimed payment to himself of £215 5s. 9d., being the 


balance standing to the credit of Dacre’s private banking account at the 
time of his death, and a declaration that he was entitled to set-off or 
retain against misappropriated trust money such part of the legacy of 
£2,000 bequeathed to Alice Dacre as had devolved on Henry Dacre. 
Sargant, J., in a considered judgment, held that the first point was 
covered by the decision in Re Hallett’s Estate (1880, 13 Ch. D. 696), 
and the second by Cherry v. Boultbee (1839, 4 My. & Cr. 442) and other 
cases, and therefore that the application succeeded. A creditor, T- 
Hutton, appealed. 

THe Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case was an interesting one from 
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a legal point of view, but he could not accede to the appellant’s argu- 
ment. The facts could be very shortly stated. A testator, Womack, 
made his will, giving four preferential legacies, including one of £2,000, 
to Alice Dacre. She died in 1909, having by her will left all hex 
personal property to her husband, and appointed him sole executor. 
If it were relevant, there was sufficient proof that the lady left no 
debts. In those circumstances the husband could receive the legacy 
before probate. He could not, before probate, get a decree in pro 
ceedings, but could do anything short of that. He could, however, 
commence proceedings, and it would be sufficient if he could produce 
the probate at the date of the decree. It was said, in those circum- 
stances, that the doctrine of Cherry v. Boultbee. (4 My. & Cr. 442) 
should be applied. But the case did not fall within the principle of 
that decision, and it was not necessary to refer to it. It was settled 
by a large number of authorities that a defaulting trustee could not take 
a share in his testator’s estate until he had made good his default. 
That was the true principle stated by Jessel, M.R., in Jacobs v. 
Rylance, as reported in the Law Journal (43 L. J. Ch. 280), affirmed by 
Stirling, J., in Doering v. Doering (42 Ch. D. 203), and emphatically 
affirmed by Parker, J., in Ze Towndrow (1911, 1 Ch. 662) : ‘‘ The theory 
on which the rule is based is that the Court treats the trustee as having 
received his share by anticipation, and the answer to any claim made 
by the trustee was this—you have already received your share, you 
have it in your own hands” (per Stirling, J., in Doering v. Doering 
(supra}. The doctrine could be applied not only against defaulting 
trustees, but the assignees for value of defaulting trustees, although the 
default took place after the assignment. His lordship could not see 
how a person claiming on behalf of Dacre’s insolvent estate could have 
a better claim. The doctrine applied to a derivative as well as to an 
original share. The decision of Sargant, J., was right, and the appeal 
would be dismissed. 

Puittimore and WarrincTon, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Dighton Pollock; Owen Thompson; A. C. Nesbitt. 
Soticrtors, Maude &- Tunnicliffe ; Blundell, Gordon, & Co., for Gordon, 
Hunter, &: Duncan, Bradford ; Greenfield & Masons. 

(Reported by H. Lancrornp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re HOWARTH. MACQUEEN +. KIRBY. Peterson, J. 24th January, 
Wut—Construction—Sum fer APART FOR THE PURCHASE OF AN 
Estate—CON W8YANCE TO BE SETTLED BY CouNseL—-TRUsT FoR Lire 
AND TO Usk oF Heirs Mate 1n Tait “In THE UsuaL Way’’—Ruvuir 

IN SHELLEY'S CASE. 

Where money was to be spent on the purchase of a residential estate, 
“which real estate shall be settled by a deed of conveyance to be 
ge d by the conveyancing counsel of the Court of Chancery upon 
the trusts following, that is to say, upon trust for my said wife for 
life, and on her decease in trust for my said nephew, R. W. Kirby, for 
life, and on his decease. to such uses as he shall by will appoint, and 
in default of such appointment to the use of his heirs male in tail in the 
usual way.” P 

Held, that the rule in Shelley’s case (1579, 1 ep. 88) did nol 
operate to give R. W. Kirby an estate tail, but only a life estate, for 
the words ‘‘in the usual wuy’’ were not part of the words of limita- 
tion, but merely an indication that the conveyancing counsel was to 
frame the limitations in the usual way. 

Seale v. Seale (1715, 1 P. W ms. 290) was mainly a de ion as to the 
impossibility of creating an estate tail in personal estate in the reign of 


George I. 


This was a summons to determine what was the interest taken by a 
beneficiary under a very curious form of will. By the will which was 
dated 1878 the testator devised and bequeathed his real and personal 
estate to his executors and trustees on trust for conversion, and out of 
the proceeds to set apart £60,000, and stand possessed of that sum on 
trust to invest in the purchase of a residential estate, ‘‘ which real 
estate shall be settled by a deed of conveyance to be approved by the 
conveyancing counsel of the Court of Chancery upon the trusts follow- 
ing, that is to say, upon trust for my said wife for life, and on her 
decease in trust for my said nephew, R. W- Kirby, for life, and on his 
decease to such uses as he shall by will appoint, and in default of such 
appointment to the use of his heirs male in tail in the: ysual way.” 
The testator directed his trustees to stand possessed of the residue of 
his property, subject to this £60,000 being set aside, in trust for sale, 
and, after paying his debts and funeral expenses and legacies, in trust 
for his nephews and nieces therein named, or their children absolutely. 
The testator died in 1885, and his wife died in 1915. The £60,000 had 
been set aside, but the residential estate had not yet been purchased, 
and R. W. Kirby did not desire it to be purchased. A draft form of 
conveyance had been prepared by one of the conveyancing counsel to 
the court as if a residential estate had been purchased, the limitations 
being to the use of R. W. Kirby for life, remainder to such uses as 
he should by will or codicil appoint, in default of appointment to the 
use of his first and other sons successively in tail male, with remainders 
over. Counsel for the plaintiff said the question was whether, under 
the will, R. W. Kirby was to take an estate for life only, or by virtue 
of the rule in Shell: y's case (1579, 1 Rep. 88) an estate tail, and he 
submitted that it was a question of intention on the part of the 
testator, who had sufficiently indicated that he did not wish R. W. 





Kirby to take more than a life estate. He referred (inter alia) to White 
v. Carter (1766, 2 Eden, 366), Bastard v. Proby (1788, 2 Cox, 6), 
Marshall v. Bousfield (1817, 2 Madd. 166), and White and Tudor’s 
Leading Cases in Equity, 8th ed., vol. 2, p. 798. Counsel for 
R. W. Kirby contended that he took an estate tail, the rule in 
Shelley's case being a rule of law, and there being nothing in the will 
to prevent its application. They referred to Blackburn v. Stables 
(1814, 2 Vesey & B. 367), Bale v. Coleman (1711, 1 P. W. 142), 
Seale v. Seale (1715, 1 P. W. 290). Other cases referred to were Van 
Grutten v. Foxwell (1897, A. C. 658) and Glenorchy v. Bosville (1733, 
Cases temp. Talbot, 3). 

Peterson, J., after stating the facts, said: It is clear that if the 
words ‘‘in trust for my said nephew, R. W. Kirby, for life, and on 
his decease to such uses as he shall by will appoint, and in default of 
such appointment to the use of his heirs male in tail’’ had stood alone, 
R. W. Kirby would take an estate tail, notwithstanding the power to 
appoint by will. The result of the authorities cited is that the Court, 
must find out from the will itself whether the limitations stated in the 
will were intended to be final, or whether something was left to he 
done. In this case there is a trust to invest in the purchase of an 
estate, the estate is to be settled by a deed to be approved by counsel, 
and, further, there are the words added, “‘ in the usual way.’ One of 
two things must follow, either these words ‘‘in the usual way” are 
part of the words of limitation, which would be a most unusual form 
of limitation, or they must be attached to the words ‘‘ to be approved 
by the conveyancing counsel of the Court of Chancery.” The latter is, 
in my opinion, the right view. Upon the true construction there is a 
direction given to the trustees to see that the residential estate shall be 
settled by a deed approved by one of the conveyancing counsel settling 
the estate in default of appointment by will in the usual way for 
tenants in tail, leaving the duty on counsel to frame the limitations. 
The result is that R. W. Kirby takes only a life interest in the funds 
representing the £60,000, with power to appoint generally by will or 
codicil.—Counset, S. Chetwynd Leech; 7. R. Hughes, K.C., and 
W. G. Hart; TT. JF. C. Tomlin, K.C., and Andrewes-Uthwatt. 
Soticrrors, Denton, Hall, d& Burgin. 

{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barr‘ster-at-Law.] 


Je BRAYBROOK. BRAYBROOK v. WRIGHT. Sargant, J. 
11th February. 


Pracrice—NuMerovus Panrics—ReEPRESENTATION OrnpeR—R. S. C 
XVI., gn. 9. 


Ord, 16, r. 9, only authorizes the Court to make a representation ¢ yder 
when the parties are numerous 

Five parties are not numerous enough unless the amount in question is 
very small, or unless the Court is satisfied that all the other parties 
wish the question to be determined in the presence of the one only. 


A point of practice as to which there has been considerable 
diversity of opinion was raised on this originating summons, which was, 
in fact, a summons to determine whether a gift in the testator’s will 
to his wife was an absolute gift, or whether the gift to her was for 
certain purposes specified in a separate document, in which case it was 
admitted that these purposes failed, and the property was undisposed 
of. The residuary legatees under the wife’s will who were interested 
in contending that the gift to the wife was absolute were five hospitals, 
of which only one was made a defendant. The amount involved was 
some £1,500. A point wus taken that the five hospitals should all have 
been parties to the summons, as they were not numerous within the 
meaning of that word as used in ord. 16, r. 9. 

Sarcant, J.—After this summons had been opened, it appeared that 
only one of the five hospitals had been made a defendant. If I had 
felt any considerable doubt what my decision in the case would be I 
should have ordered the summons to stand over for the four other 
hospitals to be added as parties, and I shoulg have declined to make a 
representation order. In my opinion, the interests of parties who could 
be added ought not to be determined in their absence either by the 
making of a representation order or by a decision without one. They 
should be given an opportunity of arguing the question for themselves, 
No doubt in many cases the other parties might be content for one of 
them to argue on their behalf. But, speaking generally, a representa 
tion order should not be made or a decision given in the presence of 
one only of a few parties with similar interests. Such a practice would 
really go beyond the scope of ord. 16, r. 9, which authorizes the Court 
to make a representation order where the parties are numerous. Five 
parties are not numerous enough unless the amount in question is very 
small, or unless the Court is satisfied that all the other parties wished 
the question to be determined in the presence of the one. In the 
present case, however, which has been argued before me, I am clearly 
of opinion that the gift to the wife is absolute, and I decide in favour 
of the residuary legatees under her wil! accordingly.—Counsgt, #. H. 77. 
Brydges ; Dighton Pollock and W. Banks; J. W. Manning. Sovtcrrors, 
Vye, Moreton, & Clowes, for Hingley d Bell, Eastbourne; Ajlen & 
Son; Turner & Co. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-xt-Law.) 


WEBSTER v. BAKEWELL RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Neville, J. 10th February. 
Coxtempt or Court—Motion to AttacH—LANDLORD AND TENANT— 
Action ror Insuncrion By TkENANT—THREAT By LANDLORD 10 
DererMiIne Tenancy te PROCEEDED WITH. 
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an actin aqgatnat a third party, which may 
be injurious to the interests of his landlord, the lundlord is entitled to 
assert his legal rights by determining the tenancy. Where the 
solicitora of the landlord wrote to the tenant to say, im effect, that 
if he with the action hia tenance 7] would have to be terminated, 
if waa held, on a motion to commit the solicito lo prison for conte mpt 
of Court in sending letters calculated to prevent the due administra 
tion of justice, that such motion dismissed. as such conduct 
wae not a contempt of Court at all, but merely a threat to enforce a 
qi gal right 
Ex parte ( hetwynd Re 
Welby Still (1892, 66 L. 7’. 
his a motion to commit a solicitor to prison for contempt of 
Court in sending letters on behalf of his client calculated to deter 
the plaintiff in a certain action from prosecuting that action and to 
prevent the due administration of justice. The facts were as follows :— 
The roadmen of the defendant council, in repairing the highway, had 
removed certain soil which the plaintiff alleged had damaged his boun 
dary and the bank by his garden, and he accordingly issued a writ 
against the council claiming an injunction and damages. The action 
came to the knowledge of a Mr. Taylor, who the agent of the 
estate where the plaintiff’s house was situated, which estate was owned 
by a Mrs. Thornhill. On 6th January Mr. Taylor, on behalf of the 
owner of the estate, Mrs. Thornhill, wrote to the defendant council 
pointing out the damage to Mrs. Thornhill’s property, not only in 
respect of the plaintiff's tenement, but in respect of other tenants 
adjoining the highroad and on Mrs. Thornhill’s estate, the 
defendant council replied offering to do anything to rectify matters, 
but requesting that the plaintiff's writ might be withdrawn. Mrs 
Thornhill was that the plaintiff's action should not proceed. 
Mr. Taylor therefore wrote to the plaintiff, on Mrs. Thornhill’s be 
that he his action, and, receiving no satisfa 
tory reply, ows ‘*Mrs. Thornhill is determined 
that this action and anxious to stop it 
with as little inconvenience to an body i possible She does not 
to take the extreme turning you out of the cottage, 
to place you in such a position that you would have no Jocus standi in 
the matter, but she will not hesitate to do so if her wishes are not 
out The plaintiff then launched this motion to commit, and 
ontended that there had been 
would have the effect of interfering with the course of justice, 
relied on Ke parte Chetwynd, Re Vulock 1864, 10 Jur. N. S 
of a threat if a divorce petition was not withdrawn ; 
1892, 66 L. T. Rep. 523), which was a case of 
the plaintiff's solicitors to possible witnesses for 
the defendants, accusing the defendants of dishonesty. The 
Smith v. Lakeman (1856, 26 L. J. Ch. 305) 
was suggested that in all probability cases 
been dismissed would not get reported 
Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, 
with cost Jurisdiction to « 
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and i elhy \ Still 
letters written by 
case of 
vhere such a motion 
said : This motion must be 
ommit for contempt always 
carefully, but inflexibly 
put betwe the plains! and the defendant council 
is a matter in which both the plaintiff and Mrs. Thornhill 
interested. Mrs. Thornhill evidently considered that it was against 
her interests that the plaintiff’s action should succeed, and the corre- 
spondence between her solicitor, Mr. Taylor, and the plaintiff was in 
effect this: ‘‘ If you choose to assert your legal right to go on with 
the action, which may be injurious to my interests, I shall not hesitate 
to assert my legal right to determine your tenancy.’’ The cases cited 
are not applicable. This is not, in my opinion, a contempt of court 
it all. [Note On this point the case of 2. v. Carroll, a Barrister 
(1744, 1 Wilson, 75) is instructive—L. M. M.}—Counser, (. 2 
Jenkins, K.C., and L. Whitmore Richards Ward Coldridge, 
and J. M. Stone Sorrcrrors, Chapman-Walker & Shephard; J. F. 
Hudson, Matthews, & Co 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c 
NOTICE. 
Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
(63 and 64 Vic. c. 62.) 


tddition to List under Section 2. 
Section 2 of the Colonial Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under 
mentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom : 

New South Wales Five per Cent. Inscribed Stock, 
1921-1923 
The restriction 
Act, 1893, apply to 
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War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 18th February contains the following :— 


1. Orders, dated 17th February, to come into force on 28th 


February, of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) for the Bristol 





ts threat in the letters which | 


1188), | 


was also referred to. It | 
had | 





and Bath Area and the Southern Military and Transport Area (see pp, 
294, 295 ante). The following are the material provisions, which are 
the same in each Order :— 
Hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold. 
A.—For Consumption ON the Premizes. 

2. (1) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption on the 
premises shall be restricted and be as follows :— 

On Weekdays: The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m., and 
between 6 p.m. and 9 p.m. 
On Sundays: The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., 
between 6 p.m. and 9 p.m. 
B.—For Consumption OFF the Premises. 

(2) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption off the 
premises shall (subject to the additional restrictions as regards spirits) 
be restricted and be as follows :— 

On Weekdays: The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m., 
between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. 

On Sundays: The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., 
between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. 


and 


be sold or 


and 


and 


The remaining provisions appear to follow the previous Orders. They 
contain additional provisions as to spirits, prohibit treating, credit and 
the long pull, and permit the dilution of spirits to a specified degree. 

The London Gazette of 22nd February contains the following : 

2. The appointment of the Paper Commissioners and the terms of the 
reference to them (sce p- 295, ante). 


Appointment of a ‘‘ Blockade” Minister. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. J. Samuel, 

Mr. Asquith said In view of the increasing complexity of the ques 
tions connected with the stoppage of goods to and from enemy countries, 
it has been decided that one Minister shall co-ordinate the work of the 
various committees and departments dealing with such questions. As 
this Minister will be responsible to Parliament for the work done by the 
War Trade Department and the various committees dealing with special 
aspects of the subject, it is desirable that he should have Cabinet rank. 
| have asked the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord 
Robert Cecil) whether he would be willing to undertake these duties, and 
1 am glad to say he has agreed to do so. I take this opportunity of pay- 
ing a well-merited tribute to the members of the various committees who 
have so generously and unsparingly devoted their time and talents to 
the onerous work. I feel confident that the Government, and my noble 
friend in particular, may rely on the continuance of their patriotic help 
in dealing with the many difficult and delicate questions which, as the 
war progresses, are of even more frequent occurrence than in the past. 
I trust that it will also be possible to arrange that when my noble friend 


| assumes the responsibilities of his office he will have the expert advice 
| and assistance of a naval officer of flag rank. 


Mr. Lynch : What is to be the title of the new Minister? 
Mr. Asquith : Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 


The Trading with the Enemy Advisory 
Committee. 


The Beard of Trade have appointed Sir Edwin Cornwall, M.P., to be 
a member of the Advisory Committee in connection with the Trading with 


k a. | the Enemy Amendment Act, in place of Sir George Croydon Marks, 


M.P., who finds himself unable to serve on the Committee owing to the 
continuance of hig work for the Ministry of Munitions. 


Certificates of Soldiers’ Deaths. 


The War Office announces that certificates of death of soldiers killed 
in action or dying as a result of active service are issued to those cou 
cerned by the War Office, an application, free of charge. Where extra 
certificates are required for insurance purposes, &c., duplicate copies are 
supplied. The notification sent to the next-of-kin immediately upon tae 
receipt of the casualty list is not intended as a certificate of death. In 
each case of death an individual documentary report is afterwards 
rendered from the base, in confirmation, and it is only then that a formal 
certificate of death is issued. 

In the case of “ missing’? men a special certificate is furnished when 
the Army Council, after careful consideration, have decided that, owing 
to lapse of time and absence of news, they must accept the soldier as dead 
for official purposes. ; 

Applications for certificates of death in cases where the soldier has 
been reported killed or dead, or where his death has been officially 
accepted, should be addressed to the Secretary, War Office, Park-build- 
St. James’s Park, London, 8.W. 


— 


The Dollar Securities Scheme. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has addressed the following letter 


to the banks : 
Gentlemen,—You are acquainted with the Government scheme [oF 


los 
ings, 
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acquiring American dollar securities in order to maintain a stable 
exchange with the United States of America. 

While expressing my cordial thanks to those banks which have already 
urged their customers who hold suitable securities to offer them to the 
Treasury, I desire to invite all banks to take similar action forthwith 
and to impress upon their customers the paramount duty of assisting their 
country and her Allies by offering to the Treasury (at 19, Old Jewry, 
E.C.) such securities either for sale or for deposit on loan—whether they 
are included or not in the Treasury’s published purchase lists. At an 
early date the opportunity will be afforded of depositing securities on loan 
upon the terms already published and familiar to you. 

In inviting your co-operation, I desire to emphasize the fact that, by 
offering their dollar securities to the Government at this juncture, holders 
will be performing a patriotic service in helping to pay for munitions and 
obtain a full price for the securties sold.---Yours faithfully, 

16th February. R. McKenna. 


Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 


Restrictions), England. 
(Continued from page 278.) 
APPENDIX. 

3 


Summons for Apportionment of Rent or Rateable Value of Property. 
In the County Court of » holden at ° 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(War Restrictions) Act, 1915. 
No. of Application 
Between 


(address and 
description) Applicant, 
and 


(address and 
description) 
To 


of 
Take Notice, that you are hereby summoned to attend this Court 
on , the day of , at the hour of 
in the noon, on the hearing of an application on the part of 
of , for the apportionment 


Respondent. 


> 
of the rent on the 3rd day of August, 1914 [or (if the property was | 


last let before ov first let after the 3rd August, 1914, insert the date 
at which it wag so let; see Act, Section 2 (1) (a) 


[or the rateable value on the 3rd day of August, 1914 [or (if the pro- | 


perty was first assessed after that date, insert the date at which it 
was first assessed) 2 J 


of certain property situate at > | 


and known as 


and comprising a certain dwelling house [or part, that is to say (here | 


specify the part) 

of a certain dwelling house] situate at 

and known as > | 
for the purposé of determining the standard rent [or the rateable | 
value] of the said dwelling house [or of the above-mentioned part of 

the said dwelling house] for the purposes of the above-mentioned Act, 


AND FURTHER TAKE Notice, that if you do not attend in person or 
by your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned such pro- 
ceedings will be taken and determination made as the Court may | 
think just. 

Dated this day of es 


and for an order providing for the costs of the application. | 
| 


By the Court, 
Registrar. 
To (the respondent, 
naming him). 


| A.B, 





4 
Certificate on Application for Determination of Question as to Increase 
of Lent. 

In the County Court of holden at ° 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 
Restrictions) Act, 1915. 

No. of Application 
Between 


(address and 


desc ription) Applicant, 


| C.D 


(add re x8 and 
dest ription) 
On the application of 
and upon hearing 
This Court doth pursuant to the above-mentioned Act determme— 


tespondent, 


(a) that as the result of the transfer to the applicant, A.Z., 

[or the respondent, C.D., ] the tenant 
of a certain dwelling house [or of part, that is to say (here 
specify the part) 
of a certain dwelling house] to which the said Act applies, 
situate at , and known as ‘ 
of the following burdens and liabilities formerly borne by the 
respondent, C.D., 

{or by the applicant, A.B., ] the landlord, 
that is to say (here specify the burdens and liabilities trans- 
ferred) 


> 
the terms on which the said premises are held are on the whole 
less favourable to the tenant than the previous terms, and that 
the rent of the said premises has thereby been increased for the 
purposes of the said Act by the sum of a week 
[or are on the whole not less favourable to the tenant than the 
previous terms, and that the rent of the said premises has not 
been increased for the purposes of the said Act] : 

{or (#) that as the result of the transfer to the applicant, A.Z., 

{or the respondent, C.D., ] 
the landlord of a certain dwelling house [or of part, that is to 
say (here specify the part) 
of a certain dwelling house] to which the said Act applies, 
situate at , and known as P 


of the following burdens and liabilities previously borne by the 
respondent, (.D., 

[or the applicant, A.2., d 
the tenant, that is to say (here specify the burdens and liabili- 
ties transferred) 


, 
and the increase of rent in respect of such transfer, the terms 
on which the said premises are held are on the whole more 
favourable to the tenant than the previous terms, and that the 
increase of rent in respect of such transfer is to be deemed 
not to be an increase of rent for the purposes of the said Act 
[or are on the whole less favourable to the tenant than the 
previous terms, and that the increased rent in respect of such 
transfer is to be deemed to be an increase of rent for the 
purposes of the said Act to the extent of a week] ] 

{or as the case may be}. 


[Add, if 8&0 ordered, 6 


And it is ordered that the respondent, C.D., 
{or the applicant, A.2., 


| do, on or before the day of , 19 , pay to the 
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Ca: 





applicant, A.B., 
[or to the respondent, (.D., 
his costs of this application, 
of £ 

Dated this 


which are hereby allowed at the sum 
day of 19 
By the Court, 
Regis trar. 
To (the applicant 
and respondent, 
then 


naming 


5 


on for Order authorising Mortgage to call in and 
Mortgage. 
In the County Court of , holden at 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Wat 
Restrictions) Act, 1915. 

No. of Application 


Order on 


A ppl al 


enjorce 


Between 
A.B 
(address and 
de cript my Applic 
CD 
(address and 
dea ription) Respondent. 
On the application of , 
and upon hearing > 
This Court being satisfied that the security of the applicant on certain 
leasehold property situate at 
and known as 
under a certain mortgage to which 
dated the day of 
the respondent to the applicant [or to ; 
and assigned by him to the applicant], is seriously diminishing in 
value, or is otherwise in jeopardy, and that it is reasonable that the 
said mortgage should be called in and enforced, doth pursuant to the 
above-mentioned Act order that notwithstanding the provisions of the 
said Act the applicant, A.B. be at liberty 
and he is hereby authorized to call in and enforce the said mortgage. 
{/f any conditions imposed, add subject to the following conditions, 
that is to say :— 


above-mentioned 


Act applies, 
, granted by 


the 


]. 
A.B., 
authorizing him to call in and enforce a 
certain mortgage to which the above-mentioned Act applies, on certain 
leasehold property situate at , 
and known as , 


(Or, It is ordered that the application of the applicant, 


for an order 


dated the day of , 19 
('.D., to the applicant, 1.2 

and gned by him to the applicant, 

be and the is hereby dismissed. 


granted by the respondent, 
ler to ’ 
A.B., ] 


assl 


same 


[ Idd t/ 20 ordered, 
And it is ordered that the applicant, 
allowed as against the respondent, C.D., 
costs of this application, which are hereby allowed at the sum of £ ; 
And it is ordered that the said sum of £ be added to the 
security created by the said mortgage that the respondent, C.D., 
do pay the said sum of £ to the applicant, A.2., 
on or before the day of , 19 ]. 
[Or, And it is ordered that the applicant, 4.7., 
do, on or before the day of 19 , pay to the 
respondent, (C.D) his costs of this ‘application, 
which are hereby the sum of £ ] 


JA B ‘ be 


his 


f 
Lor 


allowed at 


Dated this day of , 19 


By the Court, 


Registrar. 
To 
(the applicant 


and respondent, 
naming them). 





6. 
Application for Apportionment of Rent or Rateable 
- Value. 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 


Restrictions) Act, 1915, 
No. of Application 


Certificate on 


Between 
A.B. 
(address and 
description) Applicant 
CD. 
(add re 
de scription) 
On the application of 
and upon hearing 
This Court, for the purpose of determining the standard rent [or 
rateable value] of a certain dwelling house [or of part, that is to say 
(here apecify the part) 
of a certain dwelling house] to which the above-mentioned Act applies, 
situate at , and known as 


Rx and 


Respor lent 


and comprised in a certain property known as 
doth pursuant to the above-mentioned Act declare that the rent at 
which the said property was let on the 3rd day of August, 1914 [or, if 
the last let before that date or first let after that date. 
on the day of , 19 (the date on which it 
was so let), shall be apportioned between the said dwelling house [or 
the said part of the said dwelling house] and the rest of the said pro- 
perty as follows, viz. :— 
£ to the said dwelling house [or the said part of the said 
a house]; and 
£ to the remainder of the said property. 
for doth pursuant to the above-mentioned Act declare that the rate 
ible value of the said property on the 3rd day of August, 1914 [or if 
the property was first assessed after that date on the. day of 
» 19 (the date on which it was first assessed)], shall be 
apportioned between the said dwelling house [or the said part of the 
said dwelling house] and the rest of the said property as follows, 
viz. :— 
£ to the said dwelling house {or the said part of the said 
dwelling house]; and 
£ to the remainder of the said property. 
{Addd, if so ordered, 
And it is ordered that the respondent, C.D., 
{or the applicant, A.2., 
before the day of , 19 , pay to the applicant, 
A.B., {er to the respondent, C.D., } 
his costs of this application, which are hereby allowed at the sum 
of 


proper ty was 


] do, on or 


Dated this day of , 19 


By the Court, 


Registrar. 
To 
(the applicant 
and respondent, 
naming them). 


y A 


Application for Suspension, Discharge. 
Determination or Order. 


or Variation of 


Notice of 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Wat 
Restrictions) Act, 1915. 

In the County Court of , holden at 
No. of Application 
Between 
A.B. 
‘addreas and 
description) Applicant, 
.D 
(ade /re x2 
description) 
Take Notice, that 47 applicant, 
[or the respondent, C. 
ipply to the Judge of this Court on . the day of 
, 19 , at the hour of in the noon, to suspend 
discharge or vary] the determination [or order] made in this matter on 
the day of ,19 , whereby it was determined [or ordere: 
or declared] that (here recite determination or orde r) 


and 


Respondent. 


A.B., 
] intends to 


and for an order providing for the costs of this application. 
Anp FurtHeR Take Norice, that the grounds of my 

application are that the following circumstances have arisen since 

date of the said determination [or order] which render it just tha 


intended 
the 
t the 
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said determination [or order] should be suspended [discharged or 
varied], viz. :— 

(here set out circumstances) 
, 19 


Dated this day of 


(Signed) 
Applicant [97 Respondent], 


[or Applicant’s [or Respondent’s] 
Solicitor]. 
To (the respondent or applicant, 
naming him), 
and to Messrs. 
his solicitors, 


and to the Registrar of the Court. 


8. 
Application for Suspension, Discharge, 
Determination or Order. 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 
Restrictions) Act, 1915. 
In the County Court of , holden at 
No. of Application 


or Variation of 


Order 


on 


Between 


(address and 
descruption) Applicant, 
and 
C.D. 
(address and 
description) 
On the application of 
for the suspension [discharge or variation] of the determination 
order] made in this matter on the day of 
whereby it was determined [or ordered or dec lared) that 
(here recite determination or or¢ er) 
and upon hearing 
It is ordered that the said determination [or order] be and the same ts 
hereby suspended [or discharged or varied] as follows :— 
(here set out terme of order for suspension, discharge, or variation) 


Respondent. 


for 


t 


[Or, It is ordered that the application of the said 
be and the same is hereby dismissed.] 

[ddd order as to costs, if any: see Form 6.] 
, 19 


Dated this day of 


$y the Court, 
Registrar. 
To ‘ 
(the applicant 
und the respondent, 
mming them). 








In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Pretyman, in reply to Mr. 
Booth, said :—A Committee has been appointed to advise the Board of 
Trade on matters arising under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment 
Act, 1916, and they already have before them numerous cases to be 
dealt with under the Act. Lists of persons, firms, or companies whose 
businesses may be ordered to be discontinued, wholly or partially, or 
w be weund up, will be laid before both Houses from time to time, and 
rotice of such orders will be gazetted, 


W. WHITE 


AUCTIONEERS, 





_—— 


EXPERT VALUERS, 


Societies. 
University College, London. 


A course of four _ Rhodes Lectures will be given at University 
College by Professor J. H. Morgan, forming the second series on ‘‘ The 
War and the Political U nity of the Empire.’’ The course will begin on 
Tuesday, 7th March, at 5.15 p.m. The lectures are open to the public 
without fee o1 ticket, 





The Union Society of London, 


‘The eleventh meeting of the 1915-1916 session of the above Society was 
held at the chambers of Mr. W. R. Willson, 5, Plowden-buildings, Temple, 
on Wednesday, 23rd February, 1916, at 8 p.m. The President was in the 
chair. Mr. Roper moved: “ That the formation of a Parliament for the 
Empire is an urgent necessity.”” Mr. Eustace opposed the motion. There 
also spoke, Mr. Kingham, Mr. Thomas, Mr. Geen, Mr. Gallop, Mr. Quass, 
| Mr. Stranger, Mr, Coram, and Mr. Braddock The motion was carried. 


| 
| 





| 


| 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Society. 


UNIVERSITY OF Lonpon Law Stupents’ Socrery.—At a meeting held 
on Tuesday, 15th February, 1916, at University College (the president, 
Mr, C. C. Gallagher in the chair), the subject for debate was: ‘* That the 
legislation since the commencement of the war is an insult to the intelli- 
gence of the country.’’ Mr. G. R. Blake opened in the affirmative, and 
Mr, O. W. Godwin in the negative. The president and the following 
members also spoke: Messrs. Singh, Padshah, and Peacock. The 
leaders replied, and on the motion being put to the meeting it was carried 
by one vote. 

UNnrIversity OF Lonpon Law Strupents’ Sociery.—At a meeting held 
on Tuesday, 22nd February, 1916, at University College (the president, 
Mr. C. C. Gallagher in the chair), the subject for debate was : ‘‘ That 
Ex parte Marais (1902, A. C. 109) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. K. P. 
Padshah opened in the affirmative, and Mr. W. H. Easty in the negative. 
The following members also spoke: Messrs. Duke, Godwin, Bradbury, 
Blake and Parks. The leaders having replied, the chairman summed up, 
and on the motion being put to the meeting it was lost by four votes. 


Obituary. 
Sir Edward Holroyd. 


The death is announced from St. Kilda, Victoria, Australia, of Sir 
Edward Holroyd, formerly senior Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court 
of Victoria, in his eighty-eighth year. 

Sir Edward Dundas Holroyd was a son of Mr. Edward Holroyd, 
was Senior Commissioner in the Bankruptcy Court from 1831 to 1869; 
and he was a grandson of Sir George Sowley Holroyd, a Justice of 
the King’s Bench, whom Lord Brougham described as ‘‘ high amongst 
the greatest of any age.’’ From Winchester, where he won the Queen's 
gold medal for Latin and English essays, he went to Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and there he obtained a first class in the classical tripos. 
He was called to the Bar by Gray’s Inn in 1855, and four years after 
wards he became a member of the Melbourne Bar. In 1872 and 1873 
he declined the offer of a judgeship, but in 1881 he accepted promotion 


who 
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to the Bench, and he held the position of a Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Victoria for twenty-five years. 


Mr. George Percy Goodall. 


Captain Grorce Percy Goopatt, of the 10th Sherwood Foresters, was 
killed in Flanders on 16th February. Born in 1878, he was the eldest son 
of Mr. George Goodall, J.P., of Nottingham. Captain Goodall was 
admitted as a solicitor in 1901, and practised at Nottingham and Bing 
ham ( Notts.) He was clerk to the magistrates for the Bingham Petty 
Sessional Division, and secretary of the Nottingham Chamber of Com 
merce. Two months after the outbreak of war he enlisted as a private, 
and three week later he received his commission as lieutenant in the 
10th Sherwood Foresters. The following December he was promoted 
to the rank of captain and proceeded with his regiment to France in 
July. For many years he was joint hon. secretary to the Nottingham 
and Notts. Association for the Prevention of Consumption. 





Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Joseru Horsrorp Kemp (Crown Solicitor) has been appointed to 
be Attorney-General of the Colony of Hong Kong. 

The President of the Local Government Board has appointed Mr. 
Joun Lirnmy, C.B., LL.B., barrister-at-law, legal adviser of the 
Board, to examine and allow costs, charges, and expenses incurred 
under the Borough Funds Act, 1872. in succession to the late Sir Hugh 
Owen, G.C.B., barrister-at-law. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Amalgamation. 


An agreement was recently made between Messrs. Wuitrietp, Dean, 
& WuirrieLp, of 22, Surrey-street, W.C., and Mr. Lovett Wi1ppRING 
von Byrne, of the same address, for the prospective amalgamation of 
their practices under the style of Whitfield, Byrne, & Dean. Mr 
tyrne having died on Sunday last (20 inst.), the agreement, will, by 
arrangement with his executors, take effect at once. 


General. 


Mr. Stephen Ellis Todd, of Beverley, Yorks, solicitor, 
recently died, left estate of gross value £64,787. 


Since the war began, says the 7'imea, thirty-four British civilian sub 
jects have been tried by military tribunals in the United Kingdom In 
no case has the charge been that of high treason. 


The Times is informed that the Central Control Board (Liquot 
Traffic) have decided, in response to representations made by the naval 
and military authorities, to schedule the greater part of the West Coast 
of Scotland. 


Next week the prospectus of the new German War Loan will be 
issued. There will be two types of subscription—namely, the customary 
var loan at 5 per cent. interest, and a 44 per cent. loan in the shape 
of Exchequer bonds, which will be redeemed in series at par, The 
subscription lists will be opened on 31st March. 


Mr. Henry Parker, a Birmingham magistrate, died suddenly on 
\londay morning at the Victoria Courts, Birmingham. He became ill 
ind collapsed n the magistrates’ room just before taking his seat on the 
sench. Mr. Parker was about seventy years of age, and was appointed 
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a magistrate in 1914. He was a member of the firm of Parker, Winder, 
& Achurch, ironmongers and ironfounders, 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Runciman, in answer 
to Mr. Millar, said: I am glad to have an opportunity of correcting 
the misapprehension which exists with regard to the German ships 
interned in Italian ports. By the courtesy of the Italian Ambassador, 
I have been furnished with detailed lists giving the names of over 
thirty German ships which were interned ee are now requisitioned by 
the Italian Government. The list shews the manner in which these 
ships are being employed. 

At Eastbourne, on the 18th inst., a young woman named Mary Edith 
Maguire, who keeps an apartment house for her parents, was sentenced 
to seven days’ imprisonment in the second division for concealing there 
from 19th January to 10th February a soldier, named John Guy, be. 
longing to the North Lancashire Regiment, whom she knew to be a 
deserter. The woman pleaded ‘ Guilty,’’ and in her defence it was 
pleaded that Guy had no intention to desert. He had undergone a 
severe operation and became ill after his return to Eastbourne from his 
home at Preston. The woman’s object was to save him the degrada- 
tion of arrest, 

In the House of Commons, on the 17th inst., in answer to M? 
Snowden, Mr. Herbert Samuel said: A woman spy was tried at the 
Central Criminal Court before three judges and a jury, found guilty, and 
sentenced to death. An appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal, con- 
sisting of five judges, was dismissed. After consultation with the judges 
the sentence has been commuted to one of penal servitude for life. I 
would add that her activities were discovered within six days of her 
arrival in this country, and from that time to her arrest her communica- 
tions were effectively intercepted until her identity was established, and 
she was arrested. She was not a British subject. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Lord R. Cecil informed Mr. 
King that the publication of the correspondence with the Dutch Govern- 
ment on the question of the interception of postal matters and other 
correspondence on the same subject was under consideration; but as 
the moment for publishing correspondence which was still in progress 
depended partly on arrangements with the other Governments con- 
cerned, he could say nothing definite with regard to the hon. member's 
suggestion that the question should be submitted to arbitration. Uon- 
sultations with our Allies were proceeding on the whole subject, and 
he preferred to make no statement at this moment. 

The Prime Minister, in reply to a question by Mr. King whether 
after the dismissal of an appeal by the Court of Criminal Appeal where 
a death sentence has been passed, adequate time is given to appeal to 
the clemency of the Crown, states in a written answer :—“‘ In every 
case where an appeal to the clemency of the Crown has been made the 
execution has been postponed in order that the appeal may receive full 
consideration. Prisoners of this class are always assisted by experienced 
counsel and solicitors, who are free to give any advice they may consider 
necessary or desirable regarding the matter of appeals.’ In reply to 
Mr. King, Mr. Tennant says that an approximate average interval of 
five days has elapsed in the case of each person shot in this country 
during the peried of the war between the dismissal of the appeal by 
the Court of Criminal Appeal or the confirmation of the sentence, as 
the case may be, and execution, 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Tennant, replying to 
i question by Mr. Watt, as to the way in which certain appeals under 
the Military Service Act will be dealt with, said: It would obviously 
lead to confusion if applications in respect of the same man were made 
to more than one local tribunal, at the same time. If an employee finds 
that bis employer wishes to make an application in respect of him on 
grounds connected with his employment, while the employee desires to 
put forward personal grounds for exemption, he should arrange with 
his employer. If the personal grounds are subsidiary—that is to say, 
if the main grounds of the application relate to the employment of the 
man—the application should be sent to the tribunal for the area in which 
the place of employment is situated. On the other hand, where the 
question of the man’s employment is the less important, and where the 
man relies mainly on some personal, domestic, or financial question, 
the application should be sent to the tribunal for the area where the 
man resides. 

At the Guildhall, on Monday, Mr. Alderman Moore had before him 
an appeal by Mr. August Wolff against a decision of the Corporation 
of the City of London (through the County Purposes Committee) 
refusing to grant him as hon. secretary of the Council of Loyal British 
Subjects of German, Austrian, or Hungarian birth a licence to carry 
on an employment agency. Mr. Travers Humphreys, for the appel- 


| lant, said that the case was argued on 8th February, and had been 

adjourned to enable the County Purposes Committee to reconsider their 
, decision. Mr. R. D. Muir (instructed by the City Solicitor) said that 
| one of the objec ts of Mr. Wolff’s council was to obtain situations for 


British subjects of German, Austrian, or Hungarian birth who were out 
of employment on account of the war. The County Purposes Com- 
mittee refused to grant the licence, and, in reply to Mr. Wolff, ex- 
plained that in the present circumstances they did not feel justified 
in giving facilities to persons of German, Austrian, or Hungarian birth 
to obtain situations in the City of London. The Alderman said that 
by the Naturalization Act, 1914, @ person to whom a certificate of 
naturalization had been granted was entitled to all privileges and subject 
to all obligations of a natural-born British subject, and as to Mr 
Wolff’s fitness to hold a licence not a word had been said against his 
character or personal suitability. The appeal was accordingly allowed, 


with eight guineas costs, 
i ght g 





_ ff Baie ae 





Vinder, 


answer 
recting 
1 ships 
ssador, 
f over 
ned by 
1 these 


Edith 
nitenced 
g there 
ny, be- 
O be a 
it was 
gone a 
om his 
egrada- 


to Me 
at the 
ty, and 
il, con- 
judges 
life. I 
of her 
nunica- 
“d, and 


ed Mr. 
yovern- 
1 other 
but as 


vhether 
| where 
peal to 
1 every 
ide the 
ive full 
rienced 
onsider 
eply to 
rval of 
ountry 
peal by 
nce, as 


ying to 
; ander 
viously 
e made 
e finds 
him on 
sires to 
e with 
to say, 
of the 
. which 
are the 
ere the 
estion, 
are the 


re him 
oration 
mittee) 
British 
) carry 
appel- 
d been 
or their 
id that 
ns for 
ere out 
; Com- 
iff, ex- 
istified 
n birth 
id that 
cate of 
subject 
to Mr. 
nst his 
llowed, 


Feb. 26,1916 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 60.] 313 











SS ——— 

A “Clerk to a Local Tribunal,” writing to the 7'imes under date 19th 
inst., sayst—In your issue of to-day the chairman of a local tribunal is 
represented as saying that if ‘‘the case came within the long list of 
reserved occupations there was no alternative but to grant the exemp- 
tion.” I have also often seen the same belief expressed. As I read the 
instructions of the Local Government Board it is open to the military 
representative to contend that it is no longer necessary for the welfare of 
the State that the man should be retained in civil employment. The 

int seems obvious, but of so great national importance that perhaps 
PF may be allowed to call attention to it. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. H, Samuel, replying to 
Sir W. Byles, stated that there were nineteen naturalized British sub- 
jects interned. Answering questions by Mr. R. M‘Neill, Mr. Samuel 
seid that under the term “alien enemies’’ were included a _ large 
number of Czechs, of Slavs from Prussian and Austrian Poland, and 
from Southern Austria, of persons of French race from Alsace and 
Lorraine, of Italian race from Trieste and the Trentino, of Armenians, 
and of women of British birth who have married alien enemies. Among 
them were about 1,500 persons over seventy years of age. Including all 
these, except the British-born wives, the latest figures of uninterned 
alien enemies in Great Britain showed a total of 12,446 males and 
10.500 females. Since 1st August 2.076 applications for exemption from 


internment had been dealt with. Exemption was recommended in 1,211 | 


cases atid refused in 865. The 1,211 exemptions ingluded some 600 men | 
of friendly races under the rule of enemy Governments, and a consider- 


able number of men whose sons were serving in the British Army. 

Up to the end of the first week of this month, says the Times, 555 
munition workers have been convicted for striking by the tribunals 
established under the Mynitions Act, and the average of the fines 
imposed has worked out at a little under 30s. for each man convicted. 
In comparison with the vast army of workmen and employers subject 
to the jurisdiction of the tribunals that is not considered excessive. 
Seventy-one employers have been convicted of enticing workmen away 
from their employment, and have been fined on an average over £5 
each, exclusive of costs. Before the local tribunals the greater number 
of cases have been applications by workmen for leaving certificates to 


Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
x SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER, PSTERSN, 

Monday ..Feb. 28 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswe!l Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge 
‘uesday ...... 29 Bloxam Charch Leach Borrer 
Vednesday Mar. 1 Farmer Leach Greswell Joly 
(hareday .... 2 Church Borrer Jolly Bloxam 
a 3 Greswell Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Saturday .... 4 Leach Jolly Synge Farmer 








. 7 >. 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Londoa Gazett --FRIDAY, Feb. 11. 

GLOBE ELECTRIC Co, LtpD.—Creditors are required, on or ‘before Mar 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Edgar 
Corfield. 119 Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 

WEsT OF ENGLAND MOTOR SuppLy Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 
28, tosend in their nimes and addresses, to George Elder Levie, Finsbury pymt 
House, liquidator. 

WILLIAM GoBrey, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 2?, to seni their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debis or claims, to William 
Keller Snow, 55, Quarry st, Guildford liquidator, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 15. 


ARTHUR SvuTTON, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, on or 


before Mar 31, tosend in their nanes and adresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to H. N. Philli s,49, Finsbury pymt, liquidator. 


| MANSEL, CARVALHO & Co.. Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 18, to 


enable them to cease their present munitions employment and take | 


employment elsewhere. There have been 5,658 of these applications, of 
which 1,447 were granted and 2,510 refused, while 1,472 were with 
drawn or dismissed, the great majority of these being withdrawn owing 
to the employers consenting to grant a certificate. In 229 cases the 
court decided that no certificate was required. There have been alto- 
gether 4,054 convictions for breaches of workshop rules, for which fines 
to the amount of £3,292 15s. (just over 16s. for each man convicted) 
were inflicted. 
court and 1,088 were withdrawn. 








“Ontp’’ ’Varsity men will be glad to know that they can still obtain 
their favourite Lounge Chair, one of the most delightful reminders of 
College days. On account of its luxurious comfort, remarkable durability 
and moderate cost, the Oxford ’Varsity Lounge Chair is ideal for study 
and smoking-room. Prices from 22s. 6d. to 35s. 6d., according to length. 
Patterns of the coverings post free. Wutt1Am Baker & Co., Lrp., The 
Broad, Oxford.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Rota. No. 1. NEVILLE. Eve. 
Monday ..Feb. 28 Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... 29 Greswell Synge Farmer Jolly 
Wednesday Mar. 1 Bloxam Church Goldschmidt Synge 

esee 3 Goldschmidt Greswell Leach Farmer 
MP eccccoce 8 Leach Jolly Borrer ure 
Seturoay .... 4 Borrer Bloxam Greswell Goldschmidt 


Of the cases of this kind 829 were dismissed by the 


send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henrv Portio’k, Capel House, 54, New Broad st, liquidator. 

SWINDELL & Co., LtD.—Crediters are required, on or before Mar 11, to send their names 
and addresses, and ‘the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Ernest Percy 
Priory st, Dudley, Worcester, liquidator. 

WARBURTON & HALL, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Feb 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
de\ts or claims, to Thomas Greenwood, 12, Bowkers row, Bolton, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Feb, 18. 


Cooper & Co. (MANCHESTER), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, 
to send their names and addresses, and the partic lars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Arthur ‘cott, 3, Corporation st, Hyde, Chester, liquidator. 

HERBERT BvuaG, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQ”IDATION).—Creditors are oe on or 
before Mar 14, to send in their names and ad iresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Parkin 8. Booth, 25, 36, and 37, Exchange chmbrs, 2, Bixteth st, Liver- 
poo!, one of the liquidators, 

HOLLAND & Moss, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
er before April 3,to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to John Philip Garnett, 61, trown st, Manchester, liquidator. 

INVENTIONS & APPLIANCES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 18, to 
send their names and sddresses, and the particul re of their debts or claims, to 
John Collingwc od Fortune, 36, Church st,West Hartlepool, liquidator. 

INTERNATIONAL STOCK EXCHANGE, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Harry Trubody, 139, Cannon st, liquidator. 

MACHINE Gas, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 7, to send their names 
and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Tingle, 110, 
Cannon st liquidator. 

OwEN ELVERSTON & Co., LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. Alfred Rowley Webb. 90, Deanag«te, Manchester, or to Mr, Harold Stuart Ferguson, 
6, Princess«t, Ma chester, liquidators. 

ORION STEEL COMPANY (SHEFFIEID), L1D.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 
14, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Mr. Percy Toothill, 11, Figtree In, Sheffield, liquidator, 

SocrgTe DES MINES D'OsSOR,—Creditors,are required, on or before Feb 24, to send in 
theh names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to E. 
Perrier de ia Buthie, 31, rue Bonaparte, Paris, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb, 22. 


| B. T. Cave, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, on or before 


t 


Mar 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim: 
to Philip William Chapman, 5, Sycamore terr, Bradshaw rd, Honley, Yorks, | quidaton, 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 890. 


LICENSES 


INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICH NSING MATTERS. 
Jpwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sesrions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion im Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation aleo insures risks in eonneotion with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


“pplication. 


APPLY FOR ®ROSPEOGTUS. 
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DECORATIVE PRINTERS, LtD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Mer 24, to send In their names and addresses, and particula’s of their debts 
or claims, to Alfred Nix n and Charles Hewetson Nelson, 31, Victoria bidgs, Manches- 
ter, joint liquidators. 

DOUGLAS GORDON, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 29, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hewson Graham King, 
17, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 

UNIT&D Borers, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 1, to send in their 
rames and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Willlam James 
Cilder, 40, Sackville st, Picca‘illy, liquidator. 

UNITED MINERA MINING Co, Lt0.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 31, to 
send their names and addresses. and particulars of their debts or claims, to G. F. 
Wyane, Plas Gwyn, Minera, Wrexha », liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb 11. 


Cylon Tea and Coffee Co, Ltd. 
Hoy & Griffiths, Ltd. Bristol & Cardigan Trading Co, Ltd. 
4. B. Hampton & Co, Ltd Leeds Autombi'es, Ltd. 
Il; me & Foreign Development Syndicate, California Oilflelds, Ltd. 
Ltd, West of England Motor Supply Co, Ltd. 
L & Y Films, Ltd. Amer can Adding Machine Co, Ltd. 
lr. C. BE. Syndicate, Ltd. Federated Growers Ltd. 


William Codfrey, Lid. 


London Gazette-—TUESDAY, Fob 15 


New Irish Direct Supply, Ltd. A. W. Fox, Ltd. 
Premier Match Co, Ltd. Rolfe Manufacturing €o, Ltd. 
Bridge House Mills Co, Ltd. Speeding & Marshall Steam Shippping Co 
Fred Wilkins & Brother, Ltd. Ltd. 
Holzapfel Marine Gas Power Syndicate, Cox & Garrard, Ltd. 

Ltd, Herbert Bugg, Ltd. 
Glynea & Castle Coal & Brick Co, Ltd. Clee 
Anglo- Netherland Sugar Corporation, Ltd. Lt 
Haws Steamship Co, Ltd. 


ae District Co-operative Society, 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 28. 
MORRICE, FREDERICK LAUNCELOT HAMILTON, Brampton Hall, Suffolk Mar. 7 
Rose, Astbury, J. Booth, Bedford-row 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 1. 
ASHLEY, RongRT, Pashley Place, Gorey, St. Martin, Jersey, formerly of Sheffield Mar. 
Silk v. Yeend-King, Sargant and Younger, JJ. Ferris, Coleman-st 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 4. 


BARRETT, JOHN LEACH, Belsize Park-gardens, Hampstead Merchant Mar.7 Pullman 
v. Barrett, Astbury, J. Bowie, King-st, Cheapside 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 8. 


FRASER, WILLIAM AUGUSTUS CUMMING, Grenville-place, South Kensington 
Lock & Bons v. Watson, Eve, J. Dibdin, Réd Lion-sq 

Ina, Henry, Cambridge-st, Hyde fark Mar. 15 Ing and Another v. Reinitzer, Neville, J. 
Vincent, King-st, Hammersmith 


Betts v. 


Mar. 2 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb, 11. 


ASHBY, bal HENRY, Barnes, Surrey Mar21 Downer & Johnson, Salisbury House, 
“London Wall 

ASHTON, Rev JOHN PERKINS, Hastings, MA Mar 1 Chalinder & Co, Hastings 

Ass, JoHN, Beckenham, Kent Mar 6 Holmes & Son, Clement's In 

AUSTEN, ALFRED, Biddenden, Kent, Farmer Maril Mace & Son, Tenterden, Kent 

AUSTIN, GEORGE BRUUGHAM, Bognor Maril6 Staffurth, Bognor 

BADENOCH, GRORGE HUNTLEY, Northampton Feb 25 Williams & Kingston, Northamp- 
ton 

BARNKS, JOHN ILES, Blandford, Dorset, Wooolstapler April 20 Traill & Co, Blandford, 
Dorset 

BATHGATE, WILLIAM GoRDON Sedbergh, Bank Manager Mari18 Robinson & Hague, 
tedbergh, Yorks 

BERLYN, Moses, Edgbaston, Birmingham Feb 19 Silverston, Birmingham 

BROWN, LOUISA CHARLOTTE, Aston, Birmingham Mar25 Locker, Birmingham 

BROWN, PHORBE HARRIETT, Saint Albans, Herts Mar 4 Robinson & Commiu, St Albans, 


erts 

Brown, Le Wellingborough, Northampton Aprill Burnham & Co, Welling- 
roug 

BULLARD, Lieutenant ERNEST GILBERT, Alwar, Rajputana, I.dia June 24 Cooper & 

Co, Portman st, Portman sq 

—— HENRY OSBORNE FawortT, Ware, Herts Mar 2% Gisby & Son, Ware, 
erts 

Byers, Roperxt Russert, Burniston, Yorks Mar 27 Medley & Co, Scarborough 

CHALLIS, DAVID, Leicester Mari0 Tyler, Syston, nr Leicester 

DEMUTH, ROBERT ARTHUR, Pembridge sq Mar3i Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

DOLTON, THomAS, Reigate Maril Grubbe & Troughton, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

EVERY, Rev NICHOLAS THOMAS, 8t Kew, Cornwall Mar22 Murray & Co, Birchio In 

Forp, ELIZABETH SARAH, Winchester Mar 27 Watson & Co, Bouverie st 

ForD, JOSEPH, Batley, Yorks Marl Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury 

GASKELL, ELIZA ANN, Prenton, Chester Mar 3i Harrison & Co, Liverpool 

GILL, CLARA SOPHIA, St Annes on the Sea, Lancs Mar 21 Hall & Ce, Manchester 

GoocH, EDWARD SINCLAIR, Bracknell, Berks Mari5 Norris & Martin, Budge row 

GORDON, CATHERINE, South Eaton pl Mars Birch & Co, Parliament'st, Westminster 

GOULDER, JOHN, Birkdale, Lancs, bar and Cab Preprietor Marll Mawdsley, South- 

port 
HIDES, JAMES, Stanwix, Carlisle, Coachman Marl2 Mawson & Glenny, Carlisle 
HOLT, ELizaBeTH, Leeds Marlé Blackston, Leeds 


HUGHES, WILLIAM HENRY, Romford, Essex Mar 12 Dewding, South sq, Gray's inn 
HuTrTon, ELLEN, Sheffield Mar 14 Wat.on& Co, Sheffield 


HIANNAH, JAMES, Shrawley, Worcester Mar 81 Watson, Stourport 
JEFFERY, JOHN GEORGE, Strood, Kent Maril Robinson, Strood 

James, Vid Radnor, Raduor, Farmer Mar 7 Temjle & Philpin, Kington 
erefordshire , 
JONES, ROBERT HvGuES, Liverpool Marl Weightman & Co, Liv 


es 


a 
KING, WILLIAM, St Mary’s rd, Canonbury Mar 31 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Law, 3 ee, Middleton Cheney, Northampton, Farmer Mar 8 Fairfax ‘ 
Barfield, Banbury 
LEWIS, GEORGE WILLIAMS, West St Leonards, Sussex Mar8 Malkin & Co, The Reetory 
House, Martin's In 
LOCKE, MARIA, Teddington Mar 2C Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq. Westminster 
LONES, JAMES MIDDLETON, Smethwick, Staffs Marl Burn & Co, Birmingham 
MEADOWS, WILLIAM, Bickley, Kent April1l Syrett & Sons, Finsvury pymt 
MILLICHAP, JOHN, Kingswinford Staffs Mari13 Byers & Co, Stockton on Tees 
Munro, WILLIAM, Hoe st, Walthamstow Mar 11 rrett & Son, Leadenhall st 
N&IL, SARAH ELLEN, Bury,Lancs Mari4 Brown, Bury 
PAYNE, GEORGE WILLIAM, Shudy Camps, Cambridge Mar 31 Marsden & Co, Henrietts 


st, Cavend 
Maril Bedwell, Sca 


sq 
Peace, JANE, Kingston upon Hull h 
PReL, SARAH, Marchwood cres, Ealing Mar 8 Gibson & Co, Portugal st bidgs, 
PRICTOR, SAMUEL, Shoeburyncss, Essex, Builder Mar 18 Bell & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 


Lincoln’s fon 
READ, LAWRENCE, Newbury, Berks Mar 25 Dixon & Hunt, Verulam bidgs, Gray's 
inn! 


RHODES, ALICE, Goosnargh, nr Preston, Lance, Licensed Victnaller Mari Marsden & 
a } =~ Butcher Maril Mawdsley, Southport 

RICHARDSON, FREDERICK Lucas, Mumbles, Glam Mar 14 Strick & Bellingham 
Rommmpon, JOsNrE JOHNSON, Birkdale, Southport, Engineer Mar 8 Grundy & Co, 
qussaneenn Fane CURZON, Bingham, Nottingham Mari Pearsons & Russell, Helms 


ley, Yorks 

snones. VERE Dawson, Folkestone Mar 15 Thornhill & Son, South mall, Cork, 
Ireland 

SLADE, FREDERICK RUPERT, Wargrave, Berks Mar 8 Gerrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pal) 
Mal) East 

SMITH, DoROTHY ANN, Bishop Auckland Feb29 Booth, Bishop Auckland 

SmitH, JoHN, Heywood, Lancs Feb 28 Butcher, Blackpool 

TosBtIaSs, HANNAH, Stroud, Glos Maril Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

TURNER, EpWIN, Chichester,Grocer Maril Bew, Chiches 

WALKER, JAMES BAIN, Southsea, Southampton. Mar 20 Foster & Somerville 

Torquay 
WHATNALL WILLIAM, Woodhouse, nr Loughborough, Farm Waggoner Mar 31 Mosé 


Taylor, Lovghborough 
WHITTAKER, JOHN, Norwood rd, Herne Hill,Coal Merchant Mari10 Acton & Marriott, 


Nottingham 
WoRSLEY, EDWARD Joan, Fleetwood, Lancs, Cotton Cloth Merchant Mar 10 Gau'ter 
Fleetwood 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 15. 


AcTOoN, JonN, Bournemouth, Mar25 Clementson & Lund, Manchester 
AESCHLIMANN, ADAH FREDERICA, Falmouth Mar 18 Rogers & Son, Falmouth 

ASH, EDWARD THOMAS, Galveston rd, Putney Mari Toller & Sons, Bloomsbury sq 
BADENOCH, GEORGE HUNTLEY, Northamp on Feb 25 Williams & Kingston, Northampton 
Bors, DUDLEY GILLEspy, Godalming, Surrey April 12 Upton, Beulah hiil, Upper 


Norwood 

BonDY, EMIL CHARLES, Manhattan, New York, USA_ Mar 28 Allen & Son, Carlisle & 

BROADLEY, BENJAMIP, Heaton, Bradford Mar22 Horner & Co, ford 

BROWN, TOM, Stalybridge, Chester, Grocer Maril1 Heathcote & Webb, Dukinfield 

BURNE, ARTHUR JERRETT, Chiswick Mari6 Murray, High rd, Chiswick 

RURNE, SARAH, Chiswick Mari6 Murray, Hich rd, Chiswick 

CasRY, ELLEN, Pendleton, Lancs Mar 15 Littler, Manchester 

CRAWFORD, EMILY, Clifton, Bristel, Journalist Apri! 20 Beason & Co, Bristol 

DAVIES, ELEANOR JOSEPHINE, Portland B Mari6 Sandom & Co, High st, Deptford 

DEAN, RopERT M1Es, Swinton, Lancs, Potito Salesman Mar25 8 Manchester 

DEARDEN, SARAH ELIZABETH, Salford, Lancs Mar 25 BR & W Page, Manchester 

DENTON, FRranois, Brockley, Kent Mar 16 Sandom & Co. Hizh st, Deptford 

ELLIS, AMBROSE, Stanford le Hope, Essex, Barge Owner Mar20 Kerly & Co, Austin: 
friwrs 


ELMS, JoHN PEAKMAN, Ne rt, Mon Mar 14 Batchelor, Newport, Mon 

Fannueer, RopNgY JOHN, Ganterstone rd, West Kens:ngton Mari3 Whatley & Son 
Linceln’s inn fields 

FLOATE, JAMES, Lausanne rd, Peckham Mari2 Dalston & Co, Southampton st, Blooms 


di 
FLoars, Mant, Lausanne rd, Peckham Mar 12 Dalston & Co, Southampton st, 


Bloomsbu 
FRANOKLIN, Jone LIgLL, Gonalston, Nottingham Mar1li Beachcroft & Co, Theobald’s 
rd f 


. lord row 
Gipson, VIRTUE, Middlesbrough Mar11 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 
G@1pBs, ROBERT JAMES, Dinas Powis,Glam Mari4 Davis, Cardiff 
GrrTus Mark WILLIAM, Barnsley, Yorks, Railway Waggon Builder Mar 31 
& Hodgkins: n, Penistone 
Grirrurn, HUGH, Hayes ct, Camberwell Mar10 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry 
GRONER, Bavt, Kensington Mar1l2 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire 
GWYNNE-VAUGHAN. DAVID THOMAS, Reading Mar18 Capon & Smith, ford row 
HALL, Grorox, Kingston upon Hull Mar 15 Sanderson & Ferens, Hull 
HARRISON. |Lieutensnt-Commander Gorge Bast, late H MS “Natal” who died at 
sea Dec 80,1915 Mar10 Holloway & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
HATTAT, FREDERIC EUGEN®, Rue de l’Aquedac, P.ris, Manufacturer, Knight of the 
Legion of Honour Maril Armitage & Co, Great St Helens 
HAWKINS, RACHEL, Shinfield, Berks Mer 18 —— 
FA EILBRON, SIMON, Liverpool, Emigration Agent Mar 31 id & Co, Liverpool 
H&THERINGTON, EDWARD PALMER, Altrincham Mar 31 Allen & Manchester 
Hopegon, EMILY ANN, Wyke Regis, Dorset Mari7 Child & Child, Sloane st 
Hopeson, THOMAS, Wyke Regis, Dorset Maril7 Child & Child, Sloane st 
Hopps, JAMES, Englefield Green, Surrey, Eogineer Mar27 Horne & Co, Staines 
Hype, BLIZABETH KstHER, Walsall Mar25 Lester, Walsall 5 
KAVANAGH, JOHN, Elms rd, Clapham Common, Wholesale Bo t Manufacturer Marl 
Hulbert & Co, Broad st bidgs 


Dransfield 


K&LLY, PRISCILLA PH@BE, Ramagate Mari5 Dumas, South sq, Gray's inn 
KILLICK, RICHARD SPENCER, Groombridge, Kent Mar 20 Bretherton & Murton-Neale, 
Tunbridge Wells 
KIRKHAM, JOHN, Bolton Mar 381 Ritson, Polton 
* AUGHAM, WILLIAM, Godley, Chester Marl0 Penn n & Co, Hyde 
anufacturer Mar 22 Horner 


MILNES, Epwin. Undercliffe, Bradford, Mineral Water 
& Bradford 


NAPrIEer, Major Sir WILLIAM Lennox, Bart, Harley gdns, South Kensington 
Woodroffe, Mowbray House, Norfolk st 

NICOL, WALTER, Darlington April1) Archer & Co S‘eckton on Tees 
Owen, Sir HucH, GCB, Highgate Mar15 Corbin & Co, Bedford row 
PARKER, JOHN WILLIAM, Halifax Mar 81 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Purves, GkorGE GorDON DE BurcH, Eat n sq Mar 18 Wadeson & Malleson, 


Devonshire sq 
RAYNER, MARY JANE, Bessborough gdns, Westminster Mar 31 Rayner, High 
! 


Holborn 
TAYLER WILLIAM CHURCHILL, Solicitor, Great James st, Bedford rew Mar 1 Thorne 
& Co, Great James st 
Tyra, wane {= Bath, ee _ >. — A hs ea 
AITE, WILLIAM, Weston su are ar 31 er eston Mare 
WHITE, HERBERT BRA DON Hich Barnet, Herts, Electrical end Scientific Instrument 
Manufacturer Mar 31 Maskell & Co, Jchn st, Bedford row 


Mar 10 





erpool 
wo  ~a PAUL ALOYSIUS, Rugby Mars Bircham & Co, Parliament st, West- 
m r 





' Young, ARTHUR, Lansdowne, India Mar 13 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry 


WILLIAMS, MARY, Inverness ter, Bayswater Mar 31 Humfrys & Symonds, Hereford 








rq 

Fairfax @ 
The Reetory 
er 
Tees 
li st 


0, Henrietta 


al st bidgs, 
Co, Queen 
ldgs, Gray's 
Marsden & 


3ellingham 
ndy & Co, 
sell, Helms 
nall, Cork, 
ik st, Pall 


Gau' ter 


uth 


ury 8q 
rthampton 
iil, Upper 


‘arlisle st 


sptford 
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ter 


, Austin 


heobald’s 


)ransfield 


Horner 


Mar 10 








